
MILITARY BUREAUCRACY HINDERS OUR DEFENSE 
Stuart Weichsel, A’S6 
- 

With the recent invasion of 
G r e n a d a  a n d  t h e  m i l i t a r y  
involvement in Lebanon, more 
analysis is being made of the 
effectiveness of U.S. military 
efforts. The critics of the armed 
forces are pointing ont the strengths 
and weaknesses of our forces with 
intent of improving them. 
. Looking over 1J.S. military 
history f rom World War 11, 
performance has not always 
matched expectations. Topics such 
as the conflict in Vietnam, the 
rescue mission for the hostages in 
Iran, and the recent me of troops in 
Iphanon are sore subjects for the 
military. U’hile not all 11.S. military 
actions have been failrires in the last 
15 years, a pattrrn of an ineffectivr 
military has developed. 

The long-term problems we ha1.e 
been experiencing with the military 
can be traced to its general method 
of operation. The problems have 
not been confined to special 
situations, but have been based on 
mismanagement. The armed forces 
have developed a deep-rooted 
bureaucracy. A recent statistic 
states that there are now twice as 
many officers per fighting man in 
the a r m d  forces than there were at 
the end of World M’ar 11. 

The fact that a bureaiicracy has 
developed in the armed forces does 
not imply that bureaucracy is bad 
for all government agencies. It can 
be argued that bureaiicracy in the 
Justice Department provides the 
continuity and tradition that gives 
t h c a  d e p a r t m e n t  t he  snperb 

Monique Gaudette, 1’84 

It has been about thirty years 
since the idea of European unity 
and integration found concrete 
manifestations in the Coal & Steel 
Community (ECSC), the Economic 
Community (EEC) and the Atomic 
Energy Community (Euratom). 
The principle goal at that time was 
to set the nations of Europe, 
hiqtorically divided by conflict and 
war, on a common conrse toward 
integration. 

The architects of what is today 
known as the European Corn- 
munity, Robert Schumann and Jean 
Monnet, believed that by starting in 
limited spheres srich as agricuhre,  
energy and trade, the process of 
integration woii~c~ spill over to n t b r  
fllnctional areas. ‘!’he eventiin1 
result? Somewhat of a I1nite.d States 
of Europe - a solid union of the 
Ellropean nations hascd on f ~ l l  
economic and political integration. 
In 1984, where doer the European 
Commrinity stand? flow does it 
measure up to the expectations of its 
creators2 

Wth a present membership of 
ten nations (the Ten) expanded 
from the original Six, the European 

reputation i t  has traclitionall\~ 
rnjoyrd. Ru t .  i t  i \  doiibtfril v hcther 
w e  want a well entrenched 
bureaucracy to dominate th r  I..S. 
armed force$. 

The reasons for the development 
of t h r  military hurearicrac!. cannot 
be very ~ ~ 1 1  tlefincd, hut r m n v  
factors have contrihtcd. niainh. 
changes in  thr attitiides a n d  

Community, but Here to Stay 
snprenie in matters of Cornmiinit\. 
law and binding on every iiaropran 
citiren in member ctates. Jlt.niber~ 
of the European Parliament are 
granted legitimacy through popular 
general elections. The Council of 
Jfinisterq hrings together thc top 
national leaders on a regular basis. 
The Eiiropean Commission is a 
13 citli, co: n p 1 c,t ( 5 1  I in r ! r.1) c,n t rn t o f 

national gniwnnic.nts, acting in the 
interests of the entire Community. 

\loreover, the Commiinity has 
been in the vanguard of a 
movement to improve relatiom 
with developing nations. ’I’hrnogh 
such  f o r u m s  a s  t h e  Lome 
Conventinn, the EEC contribntes to 
the stnbili7ation of eupnrt earnings, 

rontinoed on p a p  5 
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From The Editor 

Failure in Lebanon 

EXTRAS 
Backward Redeployment 

O n  Fehrriary 10, Caspar 11 einberger stated that, “We are not leaving 
Lebanon. The marines are being redeployed two or three miles to the 
nest.” That is one way of describing a situation in which the United States 
rrtreated with its tail between its legs. Our Secretary of Defense seems to 
tnlk tough while running in the opposite direction. If the United States 
shoiild pull its fleet off the coast of Lebanon, he  will probably depict it as a 
strategic advance towards the western Mediterranean. 

Turbulent Times 
A t  the beginning of the semester, many of US were excited by  the 

prospect of having The Xew York Times delivered to onr doorstep at a 
reduced price. The ensuinR irregularity in delivery has made us realize that 
\ve received precisely what w e  paid for. One must remember that our 
cnllt~,iqii(~ h n  dd i \  c r s  t h t .  paper i\ ;J\o 1iiiin;in. I I e  nirict contend with long 
werkencls, malfiinctioninq alarm clocks, intimidatingly high flights of 
stairs and evasive “\\‘eek in Review” sections from the Sunday Times. 

A Rum Rap 
\\’r n.orild like to speak in defense of the Reverend Jesse Jackson 

cnncrrninq hi\  iinfnrtnnate slip-up last week. In case you’re rinfamiliar with 
the‘ naturr of his hlrinder, he referred to Jews as “hymies” and New York 
Citv as “hyniie-torvn.” 

\Yell, we’ve heard his favorite dish is bagels with lox and furthermorehe 
is ciirrtwth. Ivaiting in anxious anticipation for an invitation to visit Israel, 
the homcland. 

\\’r jriqt \v;inted to clarif!. that because Jesse was getting such a bum rap. 

Letters 
On Oxfam 

The editorial, Oxfam America: 
Peddling Food for Thought (Dee. 
198.3), by Michael Finch contained 
several factual errors as well as 
some editorial remarks upon which 
1 worrld like to comment. To  begin 
with, Oxfam America w7as not 
founded in 1970 as a famine relief 
agency, rather it was Oxfam 
England that was founded ac the 
Committee for Famine Relief in 
1942. Oxfam America, alternatively, 
was established in 1970 with the 
same goals it professes today - 
namely those of promot ing  
international development, self- 
reliance, and increased economic 
antl social equity. The organization 
is also involved with a limited 
amount of disaster relief aid. 

Michael Finch also mistakenly 
points out that, “the fact that Oxfam 

Amer ica  s u p p o r t s  p o l i t i c a l  
movements, while claiming to be  
apolitical, infuriates most students.” 
This statement contains two 
falsehoods. On the one hand, 
Oxfam America does not claim to 
be  apolitical. To argue that Oxfam 
America should ignore all political 
considerations is akin to admitting 
that one is ignorant of the 
complexities involved in the issue of 
hunger, and that one is not trriely 
concerned with the problems of 
those most in need. Political forces 
are a substantial cause of hunger in 
many countries. The Baltimore Sfin, 
in an introduction to a series on 
hunger writes, “The reasons for 
hunger are many and complex but 
most often they are political” (Dec. 
11, 1983). 

On the other hand, the fact that 
this year’s Oxfam Fast generated 

continued on page 4 
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On The Right 

- WM. F. RUCKLEY, JR. 

\\‘ill the Soviet Union boycott our 
Olvmpics? At this point it isn’t 
absolutely obvious that it won’t do 
so. There are the temptations. Thev 
are: 1) to punish the L I S .  for h a i h g  
prilled out of the Moscow Olympics 
in 1980; 2) to guard against the 
temptation of Soviet athletes 
arrived in America to head for the 
nearest McDonald’s, order a milk 
shake, smile from ear to ear, and 
defect. And then, 3) Soviet Olympic 
athletes may not be so hot this year. 

It isn’t until June 2 that the Soviet 
Olympic delegation needs to 
declare itself definitively on the 
Games. And the presumption of 
course is that the Soviet [Inion will 
indeed send its athletes to Los 
Angeles, and that they will do well. 
And why shouldn’t they? No 
Strasbourg goose intended to yield 
foie gras suitable for royal tables 
was ever fed more copiously, or 
more carefully, than the Soviet 
athlete. If he does not win the gold 
medal, or score right up there, it is 
simply a failure of Russian biology. 
Perhaps the next cultural exchange 
program sponsored by the Soviet 
U n i o n  w i l l  c a l l  f o r  s t u d  
arrangements between prize- 

tvinninc! American athletw and 
heart\. Soi-ict girl<. . \Ir, \fon(~a!p 
will come orit for it. in the spirit of 
international intcrco!irse. 

Soon after the K n r r q n  nir’inrr 
incidrnt ( r r i r i c n i h t ~ r ~  fhc [,O( 

A n  g d f ?  Tim c \ ’.F R o her t C i !! p! c 
prihlished a stor!. reporting on the 
official Sm-ict press‘s u.:irnings to 
Soviet athletes ahorit lifr in I,or 
;lngeles. Is it  a T i t ! .  of .\nc!es or  of 
Hell?” one Soiviet paper asked 
rhetoricall!,. The So\ , ie ts  a r e  
warning not onl!, abnrit clnnger in 
the streets brit about the extra 
danger resulting from the Reapan 
:id mi n is t r a t i o n ’ s f o ni en t i n q (1 f 
“an ti - So\+ t h >T t cria. ’* Th c p r i  1 ice 
chief of I m  .4nqelrs, \vhich !iaz hat! 
a black ma!m for a niirnhrr of 
>wm, is described in t h r  Soi.iet 
trade-rinion newspaper rindcr the 
headline, “Daryl Gntez Rliiqters.” 
And the question is asked, * ‘ \ \ ‘ i l l  he 
pro\*itle srcurity for Ol!mpians in 
Los :Ingeles?” 1 1 0 ~ .  c m l t l  h c .  he 
expcctecl to  do so. the Snyirt 
periodical goes on. gi\.en that he is a 
rabid anti-Communist “morirnfoll\. 
kn0n.n for his savage reprisals 
against blacks.” 

So the serious folk in Los .-Inglees 
are wondering whether the Soliet 
Union is preparing to yank its 

The Soviets and the Olympics 

The British Peaceniks in the European Community 

Anthony Harrigan 

LONDON, England - If one 
reads Left newspapers such as the 
Guardian or radical political 
journals  such  as  The  New 
Statesmen, one quickly discovers 
that these elements in Great Britain 
like to refer to their nation as an 
occupied country. The occupiers, in 
their view, are Americans. 

In no way, however, is this the 
view of t he  average Briton. 
American visitors to these shores 
encounter nothing save politeness 
and friendliness. The elements in 
the British population which are 
hostile to America can’t represent 
any larger percentage than those 
radical Americans who regard the 
U.S. rescue mission in Grenada as 
much worse than the Soviet war 
against Afghanistan. On both sides 
of the Atlantic, however, the Left is 
noisy and well-provided with 
m e d i a  o u t l e t s ,  p u l p i t s  a n d  
university lecture platforms. 

The major media in the United 
States and Britain, principally the 
television networks, devote an 
extraordinary amount of attention 
to those who protest the American 
Presence ,  which  is virtually 
invisible, and the cruise and 
Pershing missiles which have been 
deployed at the invitation of the 
British government. 

Colin Welch, one of Britain’s 
leading journalists, writing in The 

noted the kooky actions 
Of the Greenham Common Peace 
campers and said that “The point of 
view they seek to express was 
decisively rejected by the British 
People at the last election.” In his 



A SECOXD LOOK A T  CHERNENKO 

I * ,  A TiaT!Y KNIT $?CUP FROM WHICH ANDROPCV'S SUCCESSOR VAS CHOSEN, 
Y ( I \  r wht-r clearly a one-sided approach was in the ascendant once again just 

a year later as Andropo\T's health 
m r n d a t I on. deteriorated. 
c h  ori!d prwin ia  hl\. of f r r  come 7'n he sure, the demise of In the last several months 
rovicwsitw a\  a n  enticement tn .Andropo\. furnishes the oppor- C h e r n  e n  k o h a s p I a y e  d a 
i l( iwou t i 7  rrtrirn to  the ncgotia- central role in the leadership group 

In t?ir logic of  wch a recorn- 
1 d m in i F t r ;I t i on 

holding little of sitbstance for the 
L' nit ed Stat e$. the 

tunitv - the ine\<table necessity - 
t o  deal with another Soviet leader, 
in t h i \  caw (:herncnkn, clov.4~ 
identified as he was with Dreihnev 
and several years older than 
.4ndropov. IIaving been tempo- 
rartl\r pushed aside by Andropov a t  
thc time of Rre7hnev's death in 
\ mvember 1992, Chernenko's star 

that took foreiEn policy decisions 
with, or  in the  name of, Andropov. 
It was this Soviet leadership which, 
it should be recalled, drafted the 
verbal barrage against the United 
States after the Soviet Union shot 
down KAL 007. The same leader- 

continrid on page 8 

Letters 
I *?son rn cnnt r  ' > i i t i o n {  f rn in  

a pT>r t i  xi inn ?el\ q' ) ' '  \ t 1 I (  Icn t 5 .in ( 1 
f : , ( . l l l t \  , \hll \!  \ t h a t  O \ f , l l I l  

trnmica's t~ trrk I F  nnt n m r l \  \n 
O ~ * O I I P  tn man\' on this c a m p i \  

I r i  d d i t i n n .  O u f a m  ttnrrir-1 doe4 
riot hid$* tlie Cart t h a t  i t  mdcir\r\ 
r ~ i l l h  I.incli'\ mcertion t h a t  ( ) \ f an1  
\rirc.rica 14 ( !CCPI++II \  :rntl covtm \ i p  

I + \  pnlitrral nctivi t \  1s iinfoiintfcrl 1 
1 1 1 1 1  4t:itenirnt on O\fam ,4nimca'< 
oppmttion to thr tnva<Ion nf 
(,rr*nadn is a\.ailahlr for thc acling. 
I ) r$c r tp t tons  0 1  a l l  Oufarn 
cupporttd umrk in developing 
cntintricc is obtainable upon reqiirct 
for all thnw u I io  take t h v  t inw to 
frtllv rinctcwtand the natrirp of their 
tvork. 

1'1 t rthcr more. Ox f am A rn erica 
voliintcw. arc not "c!ripd" as Vincli 
wwrild lead others t o  hrliew \ l w t  
workers h a w  B clear untlrr\tanding 
of 0.ifam'G philocophv and fio;il+ 

that has come from a l o n ~  and clow 
association with the  orpnnt7atinn. 
Two TIIAP (Tufts Hilngcr Action 
People)  members ,  including 
myself, have volunteered for 
Oxfarn for severd years. 

TI-IAP members, and others who 
support Oxfam, do so becaiise of 
their belief that Oxfam is working 

On the Lebanese 
War 

I wish to take exception with a 
fPw of Prof. Delfiner's opinions 
rxpressed in the Primary Soiirce 
\'ol. 2, nrimher 5. I believe they do a 
disservice to many past and present 

servicemen. He states that our 
forcm were "defeated" in \'ietnam 
b\* enem!. tactics. American 
fightinq men fvere never defeated 
h \  \ \ '.A. rrprilars or \'itit Cong 
guerillas, an a ~ s e ~ c m r n t  shared h\ 
Y \ 1 generals. I t  i s  also 
misleadinq to term \'iet Cong 
casrtaltir\ onlv "considerable" when 
thrv \!we decimated after the Tet 
' 6 5  fighting and were not an 
t'ffccti\ r forw thereafter. N'hileit i \  
triit. that wosion nf \upport at home 
and  t h  I;wk of a cohvrent Ytrategy 
\e[\ to olir \vithdrau.a\, on thr 
grniind the w w  can onlv he 
cnnsidrrcd to have been successful. 
In I,chanon, the Marines know how 
t o  fight the enemy and his tactics. 
\\'hat is called terrorism in 
peacetime (or  when you're 
constrained to a Peace Mission) is 
cnininonplace fighting in wartime, 
Oiir  n i rn  knov how, t o  fight, Long 
Report notwithstanding, i f  they're 
:iIIn~~ed to do so. The hlarine Corps 
mission, as every hoot soon learns, is 
to "wek out, close with, and destroy 
the enemy," and if we permit them 
to do that we ncwl not worry ahorit 
defeats from terrorism or any other 
tactics. S o  please lay thp blame 
where it belong\, on policy makers 
and qtrategists; but don't say ow 
combat troops are not equal to the 
task of successfully waging war, 
because they are. 

-- Seth Rosen '84 

Professor Delfiner responds: 
In reply to Seth Rosen's letter of 
February 2, I loant t o  say that 
whatever the words I t m d  in my 
artirlr mall have heen, there was  
not the slightest intention t o  d e f a m e  
otcr snldirrs past or present. I firllil 
agree with the point ahout policy- 
makers and strategists being t o  
blame for our defeats rather than 
the qrrality and caliber o f  our 
soldiers. I think that the spirit of my 
articlp, rather than perhaps a i ~ o r d  
here or there, have m a d e  that 
alnindantly c l ~ a r .  

LET'S HEAR FROM 
YOU 

Have a gripe to pick with us? Want 
to present the other side of an issue, 
tell us when we are wrong, or be just 
plain pedantic? If you have 
something to say, send us a lettf'r. 

The Primary Source 
Rox 14 
Tufts Station 
Medford, MA 02153 

or via campus mail to: 

206 Hayes House 

We have been waiting to  hear from 
vou. 



EVALUATING THE 
continrid  from page 1 

comprises the largest source of 
financial aid, and encourages 
r e g i o n a l  a n d  i n t e r r e g i o n a l  
coope ra t ion .  Politically, t he  
European Community is a major 
force in the international arena, 
occupying a unique and eutremelv 
strategic position between East and 
\\‘est . 

At first glance, it may thuq seem 
that the European Community “ha5 
it all together.” Yet beneath this 
faqade of integration and unity, 
such achievements seem hollow 
and a more stark reality is exposed. 
The Community is riddled with 
divisive elements and  bitter 
controversy. Crisis after crisis have 
put the viability of the Community 
into question in a number of minds. 
\Vhat has gone wrong? 

Most seriously, “Europe of the 
Ten” seems unable to fight off the 
recession, allowing it instead to eat 
away a t  its currencies, its wages, 
and its people. Europe is an old 
industrial society with deep roots in 
the traditional industries - the very 
industries suffering severe decline. 
As the Community attempts to hang 
on to  these declining sectors 
pursuing a strategy of supporting 
“sunset” industries, they are missing 
“the second industrial revolution” 
- the shift to new technology 
industries that offer a way out of the 
recession. 

In a sense, Europe iq condemning 
itself to a perpetually inferior 
position by its hesitation, while the 
Lrnited States and Japan forge 
ahead. Such a \ititation can be 
facilitated and growth encoitraged 
if the Ten pooled resources and 
made a joint effort to develop the 
necessary “sunrise” industries. The 
irony is that they all recognize that it 
is only in working together that they 
have a fighting chance; it is agreed 
that progress toward economic and 
monetary unity can make a decisive 

contribution toward achie\.inq thp 

common objecti\w of stahilit,., 
Powth and employment. as \r.niilcj 
simpler measures such as ioint 
r e s e a r c h  a n d  d e \,e I o p m e n t 
ventures. Yet little promess is beinq 
made in that direction. Something i s  
keeping them apart. 

\lost immediatel!., the Com- 
munity faccs a crisi< in rezolving its 

budeet for th i r  !.car. \t.irh drbatp 
cent ered on the a q r  i ci i  I t 11  r a I 
program. The Drrembcr niwting 
in Athens intended to r rml~.e  !!le 
impass broke np in L-ain in less than 
a d a y .  I n  n i i d - F e b r r i a r y ,  
Co in m tin i t >. Fo r e i e n  5 I in  i c t P r c 
failed to patch rip the dispiitp and 
recognized that if the heads of state 
cannot resolve the crisis at their next 
summit meeting in Jfarch, thc 
Common Slarket may collapse. 
Again, t h e r e  i s  some th ing  
prelmting the member states from 
accomplishing the tasks the!. all see 
as necessary. 

F ina l ly ,  f r o m  ;I b r o a d e r  
perspective, the Cornmiinit!, has 
failcd to f i i l f i l l  a kr\- expectation of 
its architects - ~ i a i ~ t t ~ l y ,  political 
in t c r: r a t i on. c n m p I e t e 
political union I V R S  a rather 
iinrealistic projection. hiit siirel!. a 
greater degree of harmon!. antl 
coordination of foreign policies is 
perfcctly plausible. The Ten 
Alember States have common 
interests and goals and could 
increase their bargaining power in 
world affairs to that of a major 
actor, rather than a bunch of little 
ones, if they acted as a concerted 
bloc. Instead, they remain for the 
most part separate, and that 
potential is itnexploitcd. 

\\’hat arc the strinibling blocks 
t h a t  t h e  C o i n n i u n i t y  h a s  
encountered, the obstacles to unit\* 
that prevent them not only from 
proceeding with the process of 
integration but also with the day-to- 
day conduct of affairs? \\:hat is it 
that may threaten the very existence 
of the Community? 

P er h a p s, 

E.E.C. 
Firct, onp  mrwt ruamine the \yay 

in v.bich tFlP F:iiropwn nations ha1.c 
nttrrnptec! tr, sr’iiei.r inteerafion. 
Traditional theories nf intcmation 
dictinciiiqh between two  Ir\-e!c o n  
which tbe growth prncms must 
simriltantnns!y take place  - 
cxtrrnally a n d  interna!Iy. .4 
cornmiinit!. cannot siippnrt or  
qiiqtain euternal growth withorit 
ronw!idating its inpcrnal ctrnctrirr. 
i i s t  ac a l;irce finiisc cannot bc 
ciippnrted hy a \f.eak foimc!ation. 

!de thic p r n h l ~ r n  17.3s not 
\f,ho!!\, p\ . ir lent \r.i+!i thP  firct 
expaneinn of the Cnrnmiinity from 
C;i\ t n  Sine to incliide Irrlnntl, 
Rritain and I>cnmark, i t  hac hcconir 
rlarinql!. nhvioris ic.ith ntldition of 
(ireecv in 1QW and the pending 
entry of Spain and I’ortriqal. These 
coiintrirc are not as complcmentary 
to the Cornmiinit?. nf S i n e  antl thus 
increases the strains iipon the 
internal order of the Cornmunit?* 
and the potential for clisaereemcnt 
in both economic antl political 
matt er s. 

Take for example. the i swe of the 
Korean jetliner shot don-n over 
Sm-iet territory ear!!. last fall. Sine 
of the present Ten countries in the 
E E C  were in f a \ w  of prrsenting a 
\*rr!. strong prihlic cnntlcmnation of 
S o\+t ac  ti on s: C r e rcv ,  h o\f.ei.er, 
did not \\.ant to jmpardizr its 
relations with the Soliet I’nion and 
thus forced the nthers t o  a 
compromise. Thr result was a weak 
s t:i t rm c n t t ti :I t v - a s  h a r d  1 y 
v.nrth\~.hilr nncl reprrcentative of 
t l w  true srntirnent throrlqhoilt the 
err:itrr part  of Kitrope. 

Tli is  c~\ample is not to suggest 
that the Coninirinity should den\’ 
e.spansion. I n s t r n t l  tht. i n t c r n n l  
striictiire shorilcl he strcngthcnrtf, ;IS 
\vel1 as adapted when necessary, so 
as to siipport the increased di\wsity 
of new members and to incorporate 
them into a iiinre hralthy whole. 
Expansion should add to  the 
Community’s power rather than 
iveigh it down. 

Watch for 
The Primary Source 
on Thursday, April 5 I 

I The Primary Source. 
We’re the alternative tha t  counts .  

T h e  most important nhstncle. 
how.ei.rr, is: R fnr r i i o T e J  oh\+nii< niip. 
T h  e a ce-01 d con  E! ic+ - prod i I c. i n g 

wntimmt of nationalizni qti!l rims 
eutrPrne!!. hich in  Eiirnpc and 
c ! l i , i r l ~ s  +?IP Cornmiinit!. on icsrirs 
great ;inti small. I l l s t  15.ht.n t h r  7‘en 
chorild he dri\-cn toprt!wr 1):. their 
common prnMPms acri :I v i : r ~ r r i o n  
need to o\~ercnnic~ ~ I I C  !I e!iffic.ti!+ics. 
the!. are inctra(! rctrrAtinc tntn thcir 
nntinna!iTt, icnlntionict ho!rq ancl 
n+ternpting to fir?it t b i r  battle< 
;I 1 n n r , i n  r r e <! 5 ! :I k c 
1’ rcccr! r n c c o\.cr C: on1 111 11 n i t  \. 
intcrrct. 

?!.?iic c x p o w 5  tht. f i i n d : i n i t w t : i !  

f a i l r i r c  o f  t h e  F : i i r n p r : t n  
Cnrnmiinih. The idea of Eiiropean 
unity ha< not penrtrated the hearts 
a n d  m i n d s  of t h e  p e o p l e  
themsel\w. One considers himyelf 
to  be French or Gerntnn before a 
Eiiropean. J lorwnw, thew is a 
general attitilde of intliffrrencr and 
apath!. toward the Commiinit)y it is 
qtnrtling holv fe\v Eiircrpenns really 
knon. or care \!,hat qncs on in 
Rrii<srls. Stra~hortrp. or  Liixeni- 
h i i r  q \$.here th r Comm rin i t!, 
institiitions arr seated. In fart. the 
on!!. place \\.here thr spirit of 
E’rrrrrpr‘ is alivr i c  in thaw places, 
:imonq the Eiirrqwan tc~chnocrat~. 
Th i s  missing link - the siipport ; ~ n d  
l(yalt?. of thti poIvilacr - i.; i n d t d  
a most (c\.c~i t h r ,  most )  \sital 
cnrnponrnt  to t h e  f i i t i i rc  of 
F: iiro p e an in  t r zr a t ion and t lie 
Coini~irini t!*. 

The concliisitrn o f  d l  this’-’ Tot 
that the Eiiropcan Conininnity is n 
failrirel - far from it. t:rirol)can 
countries have come a long \ rxV 
since the 1950s and they ha\’? done 
i t  ni ns t I !, 1)). n v r k  i n~ t ( 1 si* t lit’r, Fen. 
t ~ x p i ~ c ‘ t t d  t h a t  t t i r  ( :oriitiiiinit!’ 
v o i i l d  lwromr s n  coiiiplrx :in(\ far- 
reachinq in its scope. ‘I’he major 
achiciwrient of  thc EEC is that its 
existence has made war an 
impovdility among nations that 
ha1.r hcrn fighting antl clcstroying 
each other since the hrginninq of 
timc. That in and of itwlf makrs the 
Cnmmrinits qiiitc a success in this 
writvr’s opinion. 

Is t h r  ( h r i i  rniinity ( I  onri iccl  t o  
sclf-dcstriiction~J The ;insww is :I 

confidrnt “no.” T l i c  past thirt!. 
!wrs  h : i i p c  crrattd cvrtain links 
among mrrribrr stater, no matter 
h o 11’ :I r r 
ins t i til t iori:t lizvd :iritl  thir s ;I 

per  m a n e  n t fr:i t i i  r r  of t 11 r i  r 
rcl;itions. So, thr < h r n i i i i t t i i t ~ ~  is not 
a f:iiltirc nnd is not n l m i t  to 
coiit p k t r l y  cnlhpse. 

St:ignntion - th r  inability to 
mnvr : i h d  with t h r  process of 
intrgr:ttion, to resolve. intrrnnl 
clispittcs, and to  tnwwmit~  thpir 
stttrnhling blocks to prorliice some 
concrctr rrsirlts - that is tlir r c d  
prnblrm f:wiiig thcl (:ommiinit>,. It 
is likt. :in illnrss t h x t  gr:idii:tll~~ (:;its 

a i i ~ ~ y  at its victim \inti1 it rrt1rrcc.s it  
to n stntr of paral\*sis. ‘ I ’ h c *  I ‘ c ~ n  h a w  
the a b i l i t ~ ~  to slirtig o f f  this tliscyisr 
i f ,  and only i f .  thcy rnnicorlt of tlwir 
hnlrs :ind work t op thc r  as thc 
Comrnrrnit!l that thcir predecessors 
workrd s o  hard t o  makr. ‘I’hc 
I< r I ro 1) ns ni i is t con c w  t rii t r 011 t h a t 
u.hic1i binds them togrther, rathrr 
than on that ivhich divides them, 
and they must start now. 

\ :t t i n n  R I 

ins  i gn i f i c n  11 t ,  t It a t 

Moniqiie Gaudette has just 
returned from a semester in Anrssels 
where she learned about the 
European Community. 
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There is More to Defense than High Tech 

\Iavcrick misciles to lavr  \vralwns. the army has developed goi ind  
support air power, a joh that used to 
be handled by the i\ir Force. 

Even the major niilitary strategies 
are haced on satisfying thedifferent 
branches and groups in the armed 
forces. The policies of defending 
Europe and South Korea from a 
massive central attack has resulted 
in a decided pro-armv policy. 'The 
l l s ip i~ l  r ~ t ~ l , l o ~  I l l m  Forw h ; t \  ; t l \ o  
lirrn pro-nrnn , \traIinc a job from 
the Marine Corps. The policy of 
depend in^ on ni:ijor hattle groups 
cv-nte-red on large aircraft carrierq 
has been to the lwnefit of the S a y  
:\dniirals, thoiigh i t  has been 
clnimcd th;it siicli n p ~ t p  is wr!. 
yiilncrahlr t o  air or n i i s d r  attack. 

l'hc separate intrrests of thc 
inilitnrv h~reaiicrats and career 
n f t i crr E ha\ r chan gr d t hf> C Y  > in ha t 
performance of American fighting 
rn(an. \I ith officers interesttd in 
f , inc \  c~qi i ipuirnt  i n s t ead  of 
training, t h v  human resorirces of thc 
;irrnrtl forces art' underdeveloped. 
The iiinrnlr iInd the qualitv of oiir 
soldicm hLi\ long hcen ignored The 
ultimatr resiilt is that w-r may have 
the best eqitippetl a rmrd  forcw, 
h i t  if oiir wldirrs cannot use their 
\\ c i l )on\ ,  \!.e \\dl rcmain itnahle to 
fight . 

THE DEMISE OF THE E.R.A. 
Michael Finch. A'84 

only thirtc.Cn more to becnmr a part 
of the Constitution. Yet, the  
w m i n p l v  iin\tnppable momrntum 
of the. /%:it 4 canit' to ;I halt and diecl. 
I t  n - a q  ;I slow* drnth, t:tklnR over ten 
years;. but in thtx end onlythirty-fi\-e 
states ratified thc ERA, incltictiny! 
four which latcr rrwindcd their 

On March 22. 1972, the Eqrial avtinn Rrcimt attempts to revi\ve 
Right$ Amendment, having been thr E R A  have :tlw proven to hr 
pawPC1 bv a two-thirds marnin in iincriccessftil. 
both hoases of Conmess, became The credit for destroying the. 
elidble for pawage in each state. prospects of the ERA cannot go to 
The United State4 Constitution is big basinew or to the multi- 
amended when three-fourths of the nationall;. President Reagan cannot 
s t a t e  ratify the ammdment. Within claim reponsibilitv, although he is 
three months, the Equal Rights the only president in recent times to 
Amendment had been ratified by h a w  voicrd his opposition to the 
twenty-five states, thus requiring ERA. The credit, or blame, for the 

'Eqrmfitri of rightv crnrf~r the \air 

shall not h~ dPnird OY u f w i d ~ d  hri 

thc d'nifd Sfntm or hu any sfnfe nri 
arrorrnt of ,wx." 

faillire of the ERA must go to its 
most vocal proponcntr; - the 
mdiral feminists. 

That the radical frminigts failed 
in thrir attempts to obtain the 
ratification of the E R A  is obvious. 
h h r e  elusive are the reasona why 
thrw females, with momentum and 
the public behind them, were 
iinnble tn achieve a victory. 

Firqt, it qhoiild be noted that the 
faillire of the ERA is quite 
astounding. The ERA had the 
support of President9 Nixon, Ford 
and Carter. It had passed both the 
Senate and House of Representa- 
tives by overwhelming margins. 
Both the Democratic Party, and the 
Republican Party until 1980, 

supported the ERA. The nation as a 
whole, according to public opinion 
polls, favored ratification of the 
ERA. In fact, the only visible 
organized opposition to the ERA 
came from Phyllis Schlafly, a 
homemaker from Alton, Illinois 
who founded an organization 
n a m e d  Eagle  Forum.  While 
acknowledging Mrs. Schlafly's 
determination, it should be noted 
that the Eagle Forum never 
achieved the prominence  of 
N.O.W., the National Organization 
o f  W o m e n ,  E R A ' S  b i g g e s t  
advocate. 

The key to the failure of the 
radical feminists lies in their 

mntiniled on page 8 
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Book Review 
A UeS.-SOVIET RELATIOXSHIP 

Lenny Saltzman, A'87 

The Hill of Summer, 
by Allen Driiry 

(Tinnacle Rook Inc., NY, $3.95) 

Since the days of Lenin and 
Stalin, the Soviet lrnion has made it 
clear that its ultimate intention is to 
d e f e a t  c a p i t a l i s m  a n d  l e t  
communism ru 1 e the world . 
Through the use of propaganda, 
aggression, and outright force, the 
Soviets h o p e  t o  achieve the 
destruction of the United States and 
the rest of the free world. Although 
they have voiced their intentions 
time and again, a large portion of 
the American press and people still 
fail to show concern over the 
situation. In his book, Thr Hill of 
Summer, Allen Drury realistically 
presents the gravity of the current 
state of affairs between the Soviet 
Union and the United States. 

Although the actual plot is 
fictitious, Dniry describes events 
and situations that are very real. 
Having been a correspondent in 
Washington for U.P.I., The Nmo 
York Times and Thp Wmhington 
Star for over twenty years, Drury 
has vast experience and knowledge 
of the subject matter. 

The Hill of Siimmpr is set in the 
late 1980s in a world full of 
turbulence. The Soviets have 
p l a c e d  p u p p e t  r e g i m e s  in 
Nicaragua, El Salvador, Honduras 
and ' Guatemala, and are on the 
verge of gaining control in Mexico. 
In Africa, the Soviets have taken 
Zimbabwe, Angola, and Ethiopia 
while almost all of Asia, with the 
e x c e p t i o n  of C h i n a ,  h a s  
surrendered to Soviet aggression. 

It is at this point in history that 
two new leaders emerge. In the 
Soviet Union, Yuri Serapin, a young 

TUFTS: IS 
continued from page 1 

accurate reference by which to 
judge tuition increases. 

In the past couple of years, the 
HEPI has risen faster than the CPI, 
SO that tuition increases seem more 
reasonable when compared to the 
actual costs incurred by the 
university. One should be aware of 
the fact that undergradiiate tuition 
at Tufts has increased more than the 
HEPI over past years. While 
running ahead of inflation, Tufts 
tuition costs remain in a parallel 
course  wi th  t h e  university 's  
expenses. 

One disturbing trend which 
merits attention is the increasing 
Percentage o f  undergraduate 
blldget revenues coming from 
tuition. This has been coupled with 
a dec reas ing  p e r c e n t a g e  of  
revenues provided by endowment 
income. The greater reliance on 
tuition for raising revenue will make 
it more susc~ptible to increases in 
inflation. 

Compared to other universities, 
Tuftq has a milch lower percentage 
of it$ revenue  provided  
endowment  income.  T ime  i q  

necessary for hriilding up ow 

and confident Icadcr, brcomcs 
prc.mier. Being the first So1 i c t  
leadrr to  r i o t  haire takrn a part in 
\\'\\'Il, he has no fear or  hrsitance i n  
trying to turther t h r  goals nf his 
country. Aleanwhile, in the I'nited 
States ,  Hamilton I>e lbachr r  
become$ President throrigh the 
death of his predecessor. Delbachrr 
is the first president in the recent 
American history to hare a genuine 
concern over the tactics of the 
Soviet [Inion. A s  a result of the 
succesion of thr two lcaders, the 
basis for the novel is set. The Smiet 
\Inion under Serapin is ready to 
intensify its war against capitali~m. 
and  the ITnitrd States i i n d r r  
Delbacher is preparrd to mret the 
Soviet challengr. 

Serapin is a master at propaganda 
and deception. ITpon 1)clbacher's 
rise to the prrsidrnc!., he inirites the 
new American prrsidrnt to a 
summit meeting at the ITnitcd 
Nations. As a rrsiilt, the .41nerican 
press applauds the Soviet lrader as a 

man scarchinp for \rorltl prncc. :\t 
t h r s i t  m m i t , h o\rc\w-, S CKI pin 
re\.txaIs to J)rlhnchrr his real 
intrntinns.  and proclaims that  i t  \\.ill 
be only a short time heforc the 
Sm+t I 'ninn \r.ill  i rltimatcl!~ dcftyit 
the l.nitrc1 States. 

Realizing \vliat thp I'nitcd States 
is faced with, Tlelhachcr rptiirns to 
\\'ashinaton and akks Conmr'ss fora  
t rn  billion dollar increasr  in defense 
sprndinq. This ~ ~ I I S C S  many in 
Congress nnd in thr prrss to pnrtmy 
I>dI)acht~r as a \vannnncer, and an 
aqgrrssor. In ntltlition, Scrnpin 
t l r r . i t l c ~  to mohilizc Soviet troops all 
m'cr tlir \vorltl in response to the 
"Arncricm thrrat" 1 i o s t d  t o  his 
roiintr!.. 

Thr no\*cl intensifies throiighoiit, 
hiit t h r  basic theme remains thr 
snmr. Scrapin continties to iisr 
propaqnnda and lie.; t n  f iirthrr thc 
I{ 11 s sian "cai 1 sc," n y  h il r Del 11 n rhc r 
fiqhts to kecp America and thr fret' 
v.orld oiit of the Soviets' grasp. 

Thr. Hill of Slimmer paints n 

IT WORTH THE PRICE? 

capital endowment and reversing 
the trend of past years. Thus, for the 
foreseeable future, one can expect 
tuition costs to remain highly 
responsive to increases in inflation. 

Over the past couple of years, 
cuts in government aid have had a 
de t r imen ta l  i m p a c t  on t h e  
university's revenue$. The effect 
was noticeable in the tuition 
increases. However, on the brighter 
side, increasingly success f 11 1 
fundraising efforts have helped to 
alleviate the rising cost of tuition. 

If there is any room for optimism, 
it is in knowing that financial aid for 
undergraduates has kept abreast of 
increaws in tuition. At least the leu 
a f f l u e n t  m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  
community enjoy the opportllnity 
of remaining at Tufts. 

Nevertheless, tuition increases 
~horild not be taken lightly. The 
ilniversity may be pleased with the 
n u m b e r  of u n d e r g r a d n a t e  
applicants, but the number of 
shidents transferring from Tufts to 
other schools is nothing to be proud 
of. Most of those planning to 
han';fer enjoy the experience of 
qtlldving at Tufts, but believe that 

they could receive an education 
equal in quality, but lower in price, 
elsewhere. \\'ith the cost of college 
education $0 euorhitantlv high, it 
necessarily will prove a derisive 
factor in deciding which universitv 
to attend. 

If one wants to be  optimistic, one 
can always say that Tufts tuition 
costs remain comparable to those of 
other universities. If one really 
nerds something with which to be 
pleased, one can remember that 
there exist universities in this 
country that are more expensive 
than Tufts. IIowever, incidental 
notions skew the fiindament a I issiie. ' 

I f  Tufts IJniversity wants to 
improve the qiiality of the stiident 
body, and retain its students, it must 
make triition more affordable. Only 
then will the admissions office have 
more applicants to choose from 
than the pilgrimq from Long Island. 
I retain my utmost confidencein the 
a b i l i t i e s  of t h e  f i n a n c i a l  
administrations of Tufts. I would 
urge them, however, to continue 
more strongly to pursue their efforts 
in keeping down thecosts of tuition. 
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S D  L K A T  CHERNENKQ 

\ v o n l d  p r e f e r  an Amer ican  
President other than Ronald 
Reagan, whose policies \loscow 
opposes because they threaten to 
re\’erse a “correlation of forces” that 
in the decade of the 1970s appeared 
increasingly to favor the Soviet 
L‘nion. 

For this reason alone, the Soviet 
(Ininn cannot he expected to 
take steps in its rrlationship with the 
I’nited States whose effect would 
be to strmgthen the Reagan 
.4 d m i n i s  t r a t i o  n’  s el e c t o r a1 
prospects in 1934. 

If this assiimption is valid, the 
\!~il l inqness of t h e  S o v i e t  
I’nion to return to an arms contrnl 
tlinlopiie on tcrms accrptahle to the 
prrsrnt I’.S. :\dministmtion would 
he cl.idencr of a ronclnrion drawn 
I) \ ,  thr So\.ict I’nion rither that the 
Rraqan Adrrlinistration may remain 
in  offiw for : inothrr foiir >.ems, or 
that its siicwssor could not rasil). 
alter thr colirse alrrntl!. qet in 
:lrnrrican drfense policy. The 

former is perhaps more plausible 
than the latter. 

Having failed to halt necessary 
American defense promams either 
by means of the arm5 control 
negotiations of recent years or bv 
the shock effect of withdrawing 
from them, the Soviet L‘nion may 
now be prepared to return to siich 
talks, this time in an effort to limit 
the le\*el of I’.S. deployments. Such 
calculationq undoubtedly enter the 
minds of the generation of Soviet 
leaders that remain in power as 
\loscow contemplates the extent 
and nature of continuity in 
American precidential leadership. 

R o h r t  L. Ffnl tzgrnf f ,  ] r .  i c  Shclby 
Ciillorn D a o i s  P r o f e s s o r  of  
lntrrnntionnl Scctrritr! Strrdies at 
The Flctrhrr Sdrool of I A I ~ L ’  and 
Diplornncrl, Tirfts I’tiiiv-rsitii, nnd 
Prmidrtit of thc Institute f o r  
Foreign P o l i c r !  A n n l y s i s ,  
Cnmhridge, Mas,c. and Washington, 
DC. 

Radical Feminists Destroyed the ERA 

grintinr! the hroatl hnsrd 1 v it11 
thr i r  narrow and ciutrrrnl<t \ i f w ’ c  I n  
t hmr r[Corts to acahirvc r:\tr f icatirin 
of thr 1;11 4,  th r  rnr l i rnl  f t h r i i i n l \ t \  

madr  tlic ERA thrir niimtwr onr 
Irci<lati\.c. priority, yet thry failrrl 
to iiridrmt.intf t h r  rnost rmpnrt:int 
nsprc + of pn\\irie lcqislntiori - 
co 11 i tron hu 1 I t  I i i i q  

\ \  ’iilc 2 riixioritv of men favnred 
the I . : R  4, thrx rndical feminists wrnt 
aronntl thr natirin mplaining that 
wwmrn m u ~ t  iinitr :ig:,iinst ni:ilr 
dominntion. Their spwrhes nnd 
remarks had a Fharp antE-malc 
flavor and some roiitinelv stated 
that men would nevcr he ablP tn 
rinderstand the ERA becaiise thc 
E R A  was a women‘s issur. 
Unfortunately f o r  t h e  E R A  
supporters, most state legislatures 
contain quite a few male members 
and even while the , wed 

hcrnmc irltlntifird with forces 
hnstrlv to thr fnrnil1. .  Fl’hilr some of 

1 ’s  hackers espo~isecl traditional 
familv v:illlc$. it was thc nnti-E;RA 
forvr+ that mohilij.ed under the 
trri i i  pro-fanlilv movement. 

’I‘hr arorip o f  p o t r n t i a l  
supportrrs with thr greatcast $take in 
t l i v  ICR,4 nio\-cmcnt is that of the 
\\ orktiiy: umnirn. Yct, the radical 
t ~ r i i i i i i ~ t  i i inn: i ecd  to offend a great 
pmtioii of t l i c v  Iwoplc a\ n.cll. 
~ i i c ~ r ~ + f i i l  omrn in lmsinrcc and 
inclri<tr\ \ vcw considt~rctf tnkclns h\r 
the* r:itlic:il frrniniste, rnt1ir.r than 
i n  o t l i . l \  \f ’o I n  ( I n  \vIi o wprc 
1)ror i rntr t l  \I (arc ~rispcetrd o f  
1) l v : i \  i n  g t h e i r  h o \ s r  s i n  
irnprofc\+ional \IX\T ’k nttihrdr 
of thr radical feminists was that 
womcn in the business world conld 
not succeed in a society void of the 
ERA. Thus, successful women in 
the busines~ world were considered 
adversaries rather than allies of the 

E R A  movement. 
For the most part, those peor e 

offended by the radical feminists 
did not become violcntly hostile to 
the ERA.  They became indifferent, 
and it is difficult to pass a 
constitutional amendment when 
most of the country considers it of 
low priority. 

Const i tut ional  a m e n d m e n t s  
g c n  r ra 11 y r c rl ii i r (1 n a t i o n  :I I 
consensus. In thc  rase of the ERA, 
the radical frminists clcnounc-rd 
and offentfctl potential mrmhrrs  of 
t h ;t t con sen 3 1 1  s . T h  e ra cl i c a 1 
frniini\t\ forascd inward rather 
than ontnrnrd and thus failed t o  
achicve thr coalition rrqnired for 
ratification. A s  :I state lrgislator wrhn 
was sympathetic to the I<RA noted, 
“yoti can’t convince me or any other 
representative that a small group of 
lorid, obnoxious women who don’t 
shave their legs speak for the 
citizens of this country.” 


