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From the Editor

Congratulations, Class of 2000

THE PRIMARY SOURCE

W

ith the appropriate amount of fanfare and heartfelt congratulations,
the Class of 2000 prepares to graduate. Their Commencement is more
than just departure from Walnut Hill—it signifies entrance to a world of
opportunities. For those for whom college provided a close-knit community,
the breadth and richness of new people and experience beckons. And for
those who found the Hill looming and impersonal in its urbanity, life after
college promises a return to familiar locales and old friends. No doubt, these
new inhabitants of the post-Tufts world will carry with them fond memories,
cherished friendships, and the fruits of knowledge.
It is not without mirth, however, that we at the SOURCE bid farewell to
the Class of 2000—its members have provided pages upon pages of material
and many a laugh in their years as Jumbos. To those graduates who have had
the honor of gracing our pages during their tenure, we issue the fondest of
good-byes. It will be difficult to imagine life on campus without those presidents,
columnists, treasurers, activists, and student “leaders” who have so enlivened
the past four years. Luckily for us, Tufts provides all too generously in the
departments of PC inanity, leftist propagandizing, and liberal leadership.
While our conservative journal has lost numerous contributors in years
past, only one SOURCE member will traverse the stage at Commencement 2000.
Ralan Hill has been somewhat hampered in his contribution to the SOURCE this
year, due to his exceptional devotion to student government. Though studying
in the nation of Ghana first semester, Ralan displayed remarkable fortitude in
remaining connected to our Medford campus. He managed to accomplish
more in his time abroad than most student governors do while living on campus.
A powerful advocate for procedural adherence, Ralan struggled doggedly
against the will of many student governors who would sidestep their own
constitutions in favor of self-aggrandizement. It is only fitting that Ralan’s
triumph over campus bureaucracy and presidential cabinets comes but a few
weeks before his graduation.
Though not a senior, this occasion marks the end of my tenure as
editor-in-chief of the PRIMARY SOURCE. The boundless energy that accompanies
junior year is fleeting, and extracurricular enthusiasm is in limited supply when
one must contemplate a future outside the campus borders. The anxiety of
new leadership is far from my mind, however, because the SOURCE is left in the
most capable of hands. Joshua Martino has distinguished himself as a talented
writer and poet, capable editor, and devoted staff member from his first days
on our publication. Josh’s original brand of humor, aptitude for self-expression,
and jovial, outgoing manner make him the ideal choice for Editor-in-Chief. I
am sure these traits will serve him well as he leads the SOURCE in its pursuit of
journalistic excellence.
So to you parents, students, and recent graduates, THE PRIMARY SOURCE
re-affirms its commitment to conservative thought and
the highest quality campus journalism. May our proud
tradition continue for many Commencements to come.
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Commentary
Know Your Rights

"Y

ou have the right to remain silent.” We’ve all heard these
words uttered by that brisk, good-looking young cop on
television. Some of us may have even heard them in real life, and
surely most of us know them by heart, but soon we may hear them
for the last time. The Supreme Court is reviewing its decision in the
famous Miranda v. Arizona case of 1966, questioning whether
having the well-known warning issued to every suspect in custody
is in fact a Constitutional right.
Apparently, a significant number of confessions from suspects
have been thrown out of court because the authorities failed to warn
the accused of his or her rights before the suspect confessed to the
crime at hand, and sometimes to others as well. Both sides hotly
debate the actual number of criminals that have been allowed to
walk because their confessions were unable to be considered by the
court due to the actions (or in this case, inaction) of one rushed and/
or incompetent police office. The number of cases that are thrown
out or unsolved due to the implementation of the Miranda warnings
33 years ago may range anywhere from 2 percent to 20 percent.
It is becoming more and more evident as time goes on that
people living in this country are not particularly well-informed
regarding their rights as citizens or legal residents (or as illegal
residents, for that matter). Not surprisingly, there appears to be a
real lack of interest in knowing what those rights are. Because not
everyone takes the time and effort to understand the lack of
freedom elsewhere, the people of this country learn to take their
freedoms for granted. Perhaps those opposed to the mandatory
Miranda warnings are asking too much for the general public to
be aware of their fundamental rights as are outlined in the Constitution.
And can those individuals who do take the time to attempt to
understand be blamed for not succeeding in comprehending his
or her rights when they are being challenged all the time? Can the
people that are the foundation of this nation be blamed for finding
confusion in the very document that is supposed to clearly and
concisely outline their freedoms? The legislators that are supposed to be defending the rights of the inhabitants of this nation
repeatedly find themselves faced with proposals to restrict even
the most rudimentary rights given to the people. In light of the
confusion regarding the simplest of freedoms, perhaps our esteemed officers of the law should be reading the entire national
and state constitutions to all alleged offenders upon arrest. This
just might make anyone watching television become as familiar
with those documents as they are with the Miranda warnings.

Tufts Leadership Alliance

E

arlier this year, the Tufts Leadership Alliance, led in part by
James Weinberg, hosted meetings for aspiring “student leaders.” The purpose of these meetings, it seems, was to make students
feel good about being leaders and to give ego boosts to the kinds
of people on campus who like to be referred to as “leaders.” The
attendance at these meetings was unremarkable, which shows that
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most Tufts students have the good sense to be doing something
productive instead of languishing in useless meetings.
Recently, Mr. Weinberg, Lincoln-Filene Center Program Associate, presented a proposal to the Tufts Community Union (TCU)
senate to make mandatory inter-group meetings on campus. The
failed Leadership Alliance would be reborn as TCU meetings, so
that the senate could take the place of the Leadership Alliance in
making students spend hours doing nothing productive. Of course,
the difference between the Leadership Alliance’s meetings and the
senate’s is the mandatory nature of these meetings.
The focus of these new meetings will be “coordination and
community building” among the groups on campus, regardless of
whether they want to coordinate and build community or not. In its
infinite wisdom, the senate has once again rejected what a great
many people on campus—perhaps even the majority—want: to be
left alone.
What the senate takes for granted, among other things, is that
groups on this campus want to coordinate activities and build
relationships with one another. This is not necessarily the case. The
Primary Source, for instance, has no desire to sully its impeccable
reputation by being associated with its antithetical publication
Submerge, in any way, shape, or form.
By making the meetings mandatory, the senate assumes that
groups on campus are like children, unable to decide for themselves
the courses action that they should take. Or, as James Weinberg said
in the Daily, “although nobody likes being told what to do,
mandatory measures are often instituted to encourage people to act
in their best interests, even if they would not do so voluntarily.” Mr.
Weinberg’s giant ego is reminiscent of many people throughout
history—Marx, Stalin, Chairman Mao—who believed that they
knew what was best for everyone else. They were wrong, and so is
Mr. Weinberg. People on this campus are smart enough to figure out
what serves their interests. The proof of this is that they would prefer
to be anywhere but Mr. Weinberg’s meetings.

The Grandiose Gantcher Gaffe

A

sk anybody in real estate how much space you can get for $10
million in the town of Medford and you will receive this
answer: “A lot.” And that is exactly what Tufts has gotten for the 10
million dollars that Nathan Gantcher gave to Tufts in order to build
the Gantcher Convocation Center, a lot of space. Empty space, that
is. The Gantcher center is devoid of any sort of useful entertainment
with the exception of a couple of tennis courts which have a good
surface, but inadequate lighting.
The purpose of any convocation center should be to house
events where large numbers of people are in attendance. Of
course, since Gantcher is not sound-proofed, the types of events
that large numbers of students are likely to attend (read concerts) are unable to be held. This makes Gantcher a $10 million
container for air. The only event that Gantcher is suited for, as
of now, is Commencement in the event of rain, and that is hardly
worth 10 million dollars. And since the number of bathrooms
in the building is inadequate for the number of people who
would be in attendance, Commencement could get quite messy.
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A few weeks ago, the choir and the orchestra performed Beethoven’s Ode to Joy in the school gymnasium.
This is exactly the type of event that should be held in the
new center, but, once again, lack of soundproofing makes
this impossible. Some have said that the town of Medford
would not allow Tufts to sound-proof Gantcher because
the town did not want concerts in their neighborhood.
Therefore, it is argued, Tufts can hardly be to blame for the
fact that Gantcher is a waste of space. Not so. If Tufts was
unable to get soundproofing (or adequate hygiene facilities) for Gantcher, it should never have been built at all.
Just think about what the $10 million could have been
used for instead of a place that Tufts students may use once
in their lives—if it rains. 305 scholarships could have
been given to underprivileged students in next year’s
class. Alternatively, a scholarship fund earning 10% could
provide 30 students each year who would not otherwise
have the opportunity to go to Tufts, the ability to attend
our school. 100 patios could have been built. A men’s
wrestling team could have been funded 250 times over. A
new dorm could be constructed. All students could be
given laptop computers. The school could wire the entire
campus with Internet II and actually be ahead of the
technology curve for once. Mel Bernstein could be fired
and replaced with two chimpanzees, and we could finally
buy our contract from Campuslink. The Gantcher Convocation center should have built correctly or never have
❑
been built at all.

Answer Key to the PRIMARY SOURCE
Crossword Puzzle (page 25)
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A YEAR IN REVIEW

WELCOME ! Y OU GOT SCREWED!

☞ If the administration were listening to US News & World
Report, they would place an economy-size order with Charmin.
After all, since Tufts slipped to Number 29 in the nation, we’ll
need something to print those diplomas on… Wallets around
campus were lighter after incidents of dormitory vandalism
cost upwards of $300 per student. Between rodents, Wren bugs
and broken windows that cost six figures, ResLife makes
greedy townie landlords look like concierges at the Waldorf…
Though beer-swilling primma donnas at AEPi were punished
for (gasp!) hazing a pledge, the fraternity never got their
comeuppance when their pledges filched last year’s Observer
commencement issue. Still, actually being a pledge at AEPi is
probably a punishment to fit the crime… The future leaders of
America?: Admissions boasts turning down several valedictorians in selecting the Class of 2003; accordingly, a S OURCE poll
says less than a third of freshmen know which nations we fought
in World War II. Is it too late to accept those valedictorians?

M ISSING IN ACTION
☞ Two magazines went AWOL this year: the first, Jumbo Dung,
which attempted to be an online Zamboni (except it actually
made us laugh), folded after editor-in-chief Marco Carbone
decided to dedicate more time to a more worthy calling, Film
Series Superdork. Sadly, that’s his real title... The second
phantom paper, Submerge, proved that its name was all too
fitting and disappeared under wave after wave of leftism—
surfacing only to apply for buffer funding. Submerge staffers
can now be found stalking through the tunnels of Somerville’s
sewers, fomenting revolution among various bands of nuclear
mutants, UNICCO workers, and Mike Capuano’s family, all of
whom turned out to be one and the same… Tufts’ favorite B.
Mus., Bobbie Knable, retired after many glorious years of—
well we’re not really sure what she did except hate the S OURCE .
Upon her retirement, Tufts considered replacing the Dean of
Students with Bruce Reitman or six chimpanzees in majorette
uniforms.

ROCKER A ROUND

THE

C LOCK

☞ In keeping with the rest of the country (except perhaps
Atlanta), Tufts felt its share of righteous Rocker wrath when the
racist reliever’s remarks brought baseball back to the days of
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Ty Cobb and the Negro Leagues. America—well, the non-racist
parts, anyway—breathed a collective sigh of relief when Rocker
was suspended for two weeks, thus maintaining a spotless
record of tolerance and multiculturalism for the tomahawkchoppin’ Atlanta Braves… Various Tuftonians debated what
should be done with the Cro-Magnon closer, deluding themselves into thinking their opinion just might matter. Intrepid
Observer reporter Dan Hymowitz had this stunning observation: “Unlike many Tufts students, Rocker actually interacts
with Latino and African American people on most days.” True
Dan, but only because they only stick around long enough to
change the garbage bags… First Amendment fan Jesse Alderman speaketh: “The Braves should not censure Rocker for
speaking but should castigate him for the repercussions of his
choice to speak.” Say what? When they’re done with Rocker,
the Elephant hopes that New York fans have a few batteries left
to toss at verbose Observer hacks.

M OMMY, C AN I G O P LAY IN THE S ENATE N OW ?
☞ Not to be outdone in the milieu of extreme and asinine free
speech, our own Larry Harris let loose a stream of whiteybashing profane enough to offend everyone from the ACLU to
Axl Rose. In one such incident, Larry let the audience at
Parade of Nations know that hockey is racist because a black
puck is being hit into a white net. Chris Rock he ain’t, dumb
as a rock he is... Shooting the messenger: when websurfers
slandered senator Jesse Levey and called Larry Harris a “black
ass hole,” an irate Harris threatens Finkelstein with a lawsuit
but withdrew it realizing one has to have character in the first
place before it can be assassinated… In addition to the vocal
misadventures of its president, the TCU senate had its unfair
share of head-smackingly moronic goings-on. In a third-grade
effort designed to help us make new friends (or any friends at
all), the senate suggests a night of assigned seating in the
dining halls. Just what we need: a chance to complain about the
stupidity of student government with total strangers… Peabrained senators also managed to misplace the $300,000 budget surplus. Hint: finding it might require a plunger, a snake,
and a strong stomach… Not to be outdone in wastefulness and
subversion of democracy, Larry breaks a campaign promise by
demanding a cabinet. A senate problem child from day one, the
cabinet can look forward to a short future, as Ralan Hill looks
to mercifully abort it while still in utero within the suffocating
womb of Larry’s mind… Still, the cabinet would have been a

nice playmate for the senate culture reps, who prove that the
TCU can stuff minorities into itself faster than SnoBalls into a
bulimic.

STUPID LEFTIST TRICKS

WE COULDN’T HAVE SAID IT ANY BETTER
☞ Choo Pin Ang disrupts a senate debate and calls for the impeachment of Larry Harris. This sentiment was only the second-best thing
to come out of Film Series this semester, thanks to the Erotic Film
Festival… Ophthamology chair Dr. Carmen Puliafito offered free eye
exams to any Major League Baseball umpires after blown calls in last
year’s Yanks-Red Sox playoff showdown. Yanks fans pelt the med
school with batteries… The proposed site for the new music building? Zeta Psi’s property. Guess
they’ll have to Elephant Walk
on down the street… Following
Naughty by Nature’s Fall Fest
performance, our beloved TCU
prez jumps onstage and urges the
crowd to chant “F–k it up,
Larry!” And he did, just not
exclusively at the concert.

☞ Tufts’ first lesson: The university welcomed and indoctrinated
freshmen with its annual multi-culti greatest hits, featuring the
date-rape seminar “Why No
Means No,” reaffirming its belief that even those bright
enough to be accepted here
need to be taught to not rape.
Oh, wait… football scholarships… What else can we
learn? For one, a male Jumbo
was punished for making “unwanted advances” on a female
student. Future crimes punishable at Tufts will include “unwanted glances,” “dirty
SOUND AND FURY SIGNIFYlooks,” and “unauthorized
ING NOTHING
dropping of pencil.” Or
soap… Sassy sasquatch
☞ That ubiquitous java joint,
Danielle Olivier gave the camStarbucks, opens up shop in
CENSORED
pus a hearty tongue-lashing
Davis Square much to the disfor our thought crimes, which
may of anti-corporate coffee purinclude not approving of
CENSORED
ists. The new café is the biggest
women with unshaven legs.
threat to Somerville’s franchiseIt’s not that we don’t like your
free streets since McDonalds,
fashion statement, Danielle—
Dunkin Donuts, Buck-a-Book,
it’s just that you take all the
Store 24, Osco Drugs, and Famfun out of wondering, “Girl, is
ily Dollar moved in… Itty-bitty
that your real color?”… Leftviolin: Tufts Spirit Coalition was
ist mouthpiece Adam Carlis
miffed at Sigma Nu pledges who
writes, “The death penalty is
painted over their spirited homethe tool of conservatives.” If
coming message on the cannon.
that’s true, why haven’t we put
Spirit Coalition’s vast memberyou to death?… Peacenik
ship then returned home to cry
Jumbos get on da bus to proand masturbate sullenly, as he
test the School of the Ameridoes every night… LGBT Jumcas. Moved by their sagacity
bos petition the administration
and heartfelt pleas for nonvioUnfortunately for some Jumbo exhibitionists,
for coed housing, and D-Bags
lence, Manuel Noriega apolothis year the annual Naked Quad Run found its way
gives a hearty “no.” Scandal
gized for being a violent, peasonto computer screens across campus.
erupted when Jen Dodge was disant-crushing dictator and
covered to have lived with a male roommate for years, aided by her
vowed to build popsicle-stick birdhouses for every family in stealth haircut… Tufts barely makes the national media when Bill
Panama… Tufts boasts its whopping one member of Boston’s Bradley comes to campus. However, not even chugging three
separate-but-equal gay fraternity. No word on whether the rest of Frappucinos and snorting an ounce of Ritalin could keep Jumbos
Tufts’ fraternities will have to cease all homoerotic activity… The awake for his speech, which made Al Gore sound like Bobcat
People’s Club: Tufts got a healthy dose of communism from the Goldthwait… Anti-affirmative action author Dinesh D’Souza comes
Spartacus Youth League, whose minions sold commie papers to the Hill and bashes racial quotas. Self-assured lefties call him a racist,
outside Dewick. Fight the capitalist oppressors! Only fifty cents… conveniently forgetting that he’s not white.
Say, how can you identify Tufts commies? Even though we have
online registration, they’re the ones who would rather wait in ☞ THE ELEPHANT never, ever forgets.
line.
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A scriptural disagreement explodes into a case of
discrimination vs. freedom of faith.

Losing
Their Religion
by Joshua Martino

E

arlier this semester, the Tufts Christian
Fellowship refused a leadership position to a female member who had recently
revealed her homosexuality. Following campus-wide outrage, the Tufts Community
Union Judiciary ruled in an unannounced
meeting to derecognize TCF, barring the
group from organized campus activity and
the use of student activities funds. The J’s
ruling was the final mistake in a parade of
blunders that left the campus with one less
student club and many more questions about
the competence of student government.
In every indication from TCF, the
Fellowship denied Julie Catalano a leadership position based upon her beliefs
about homosexuality. Her sexual orientation was not an issue; said one TCF
member at a meeting hosted by the Tufts
chaplains, “we would turn down a person
who had premarital heterosexual sex. The
problem is that she is saying homosexual
sex is part of God’s plan.”
Numerous other public statements
from TCF echo this reasoning. Moreover,
no other TCF members or Catalano herself have made public statements refuting
this claim.
It is irrelevant whether one believes
TCF’s Evangelical Christian views of homosexuality to be the word of God or mindless
superstition. Perhaps every member of TCF is
a homophobe. Regardless, choosing leaders
based upon their beliefs is not in itself an act
of discrimination.
This idea is painful to campus activists.
Perhaps the most insufferable result of the
scandal was their thoughtless outrage.
Whipped into a pious frenzy, hypersensitive
undergrads did their best to illuminate a
hateful belief of TCF members that might not
have existed otherwise. The instant that the
TCF misadventure reached their ears, they
Mr. Martino is a sophomore majoring in
English.

cried “homophobia,” and in Viewpoints
they condemned the Fellowship for alleged discrimination. Once infamous as
the home of racial epithets, the Rumors
Daily News Forum became a spot for nameless cowards to slander Christianity. Said
one anonymous student, “Christians are
idiots.” Instead of throwing stones, the
loudmouths of the Left should have thanked
TCF—during a year with little insensitivity to protest, the Fellowship conveniently
relieved their boredom.

It is irrelevant whether one
believes TCF’s Evangelical
Christian views of homosexuality
to be the word of God or mindless
superstition. Perhaps every
member of TCF is a homophobe.
Regardless, choosing leaders
based upon their beliefs is not in
itself an act of discrimination.
Jumbos who are truly concerned with
Christian views on homosexuality ought to
reprove neither TCF nor their parent organization, the Intervarsity Christian Fellowship.
Rather, they should go to a room in any local
hotel, open up the Bible in the bureau drawer,
and if they find something offensive, write an
angry letter to the Gideons. For Catholics, all
complaints should be addressed to: His Holiness Pope John Paul II, c/o Vatican City,
Rome, Italy. But don’t expect a prompt response—Galileo had to wait 500 years.
Yet, TCF might have avoided this fiasco
if they had exercised a little common sense.
Indeed, TCF’s greatest mistake was not making it clear to the TCUJ and the rest of the
Tufts community that their decision was
based upon Catalano’s religious beliefs. Her
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outright rejection signaled discrimination to
many on-campus observers. Even though it
would have been underhanded, TCF could
have simply allowed Catalano to apply for
the position, and then politely turned her
down in favor of a candidate whose beliefs
were more in tune with the rest of the Fellowship. From the Feminist Alliance to the PRIMARY SOURCE, organizations with strong ideological beliefs go through this process each
time that they choose leaders.
After the decision to deny Catalano a
leadership position reached the greater portion of the campus, the university chaplains
hosted an open meeting to discuss religion
and homosexuality. TCF members in attendance were quick to call Catalano “a sister in
Christ” and “a devoted leader and friend.”
Yet despite the proclamation of their affection for her, they insisted that “someone who
believes that homosexuality is not a sin”
cannot be a leader in TCF. Catalano showed
great courage in publicizing her sexuality.
She displayed outstanding charisma in standing up for an ideological belief that defied
her faith. These two characteristics are the
hallmarks of a good leader, however TCF
brushed them aside to focus upon only one
of her beliefs. As a group leader in previous
semesters, Catalano seems to have earned
the respect of her fellow members, yet they
required a candidate without one dissenting idea. This begs the question: why would
one want to be a leader in a group whose
members have such a lack of perspective?
The answer is simple: at the time Catalano
was denied leadership in TCF, there was
only one school-funded Evangelical Christian organization on campus. Now there are
none.
At the chaplains' meeting, Catalano said
that she wanted freedom of religion within
TCF. She was against starting a separate
religious student group for those that support
her views on homosexuality. That, she said,
“is separate-but-equal stuff like something
out of the Fifties.”
According to their constitution, Tufts
Christian Fellowship was a nondenominational organization. As the only student group
for Evangelical Tufts Christians, TCF was
not created to include students of only one
set of Christian beliefs. Some Christians accept homosexuals in leadership positions,
even allowing openly gay people to become
members of the clergy. Although TCF’s parent organization supports the group’s reading of the Bible, local spiritual leaders ad-

vised TCF to allow Catalano to be a leader.
Both Reverend Scotty McLennan and Father
David O’Leary said that they had told TCF
members that the chaplains disagreed with
the group’s biblical interpretation of homosexuality. That a religious organization would ignore the advice of the two
ordained clergymen calls into question that
group’s religious authority.
Due to tactless handling of the controversy, students in Tufts Christian Fellowship
are partially to blame for their derecognition.
However, they have a partner in stupidity:
the TCUJ.
The TCUJ’s derecognition of TCF was
the worst example of bureaucratic buffoonery that Tufts has witnessed in many semesters. Under cover of darkness, in an hour-long
“emergency” meeting, the J ruled 4-1-1 to
remove TCF from the Tufts community. In a
matter of such importance, normally both
sides speak before the Judiciary in a hearing.
However, the J eschewed a hearing, citing an
obscure rule in the Student Disciplinary System that states “in situations where an accused individual or group does not deny an
accusation, or where the evidence available
is irrefutable, appropriate action may be taken
without the necessity of a hearing.”
TCUJ chair Jessica Branco defended the
emergency meeting publicly in the Daily,
but more revealing were her comments in a
letter explaining the decision to TCF leadership. Branco said “…we found that there are
special circumstances that endanger the wellbeing of the Tufts community by allowing
TCF to maintain privileges of a recognized
student organization.” Therefore, the J
derecognized the group immediately. Branco
said that it was a danger to allow a group
“found to be discriminating towards members of the TCU based on religious and sexual
orientation criteria, the continued ability to
represent Tufts’ student body.”
What evidence convinced the J that the
Tufts community was in danger? Branco told
TCF that the vote to avoid a hearing was
taken “after consideration of your letter in
conjunction with Miss Catalano’s letter, TCU
and university nondiscriminatory policies.”
So let it be written: Catalano filed her
discrimination complaint and TCF rebutted
the charges in a letter to the judiciary. The TCF
Senior Leaders Team wrote, “if a student is not
striving to submit their sexuality (whether
heterosexual or homosexual in orientation) to
the biblical standard, he or she should not be
a leader in the Tufts Christian Fellowship.”

So let it be done: TCUJ decided that this
requirement for leadership, among other
clauses in their letter of defense, constituted
discrimination. The question is, against
whom?
The TCF’s system of beliefs appears to
discriminate against homosexuals. One
might say that the organization demands
that they regard their own sexual preferences as a sin. To Tufts’ secular community,
this belief is horrendous and prejudicial.
Still, that a homosexual can be a leader in
TCF as long as he or she adheres to the
organization’s principles is not discrimination. It is normal procedure for a religious
group to select its leaders based upon religious criteria. According to the J’s ruling,
this common practice is discrimination
based upon belief.
Thus, the TCUJ has set a dangerous
precedent. By using its interpretive power
to stretch the anti-discrimination policy to
include beliefs, every campus organization
with an ideological mission could be accused of discrimination. Could a man, even
a woman who was pro-life, petition for the
derecognization of the Feminist Alliance
because they wouldn’t let him or her become a leader? Yes. Could a white man force
the Society for Black Woman Engineers to
elect him president? Yes. Could a liberal on
the PRIMARY SOURCE complain to student government if we didn’t allow him to be an editor
because he supported affirmative action, communism, and freedom for
Mumia? Yes, says the
TCUJ.
This is not the apocalyptic ranting of some bitter columnist. Soon after
the TCUJ ruling, Tufts
Men Against Violence
(TMAV) changed its constitution—now they will
allow women to be active
members of their club.
Expect more student organizations to change
their requirements for
membership and leadership.
Not only has the J’s
decision challenged student club members’ freedom of thought. The ruling has also earned Tufts

national press. The Washington Post and
the Boston Herald have both run stories
about the TCF debacle. Public knowledge
of this story cannot possibly benefit the
university, as it makes Tufts look like a
three-ring circus of anti-religious activism.
Moreover, TCF members who disagreed
with their leaders’ decision were left without a religious organization to pray with on
Easter, one of the holiest days in the Christian calendar. They were punished because
intense campus pressure combined with a
tiny loophole in TCU procedure allowed
the J to mislabel an act of ideological disagreement.
The TCF is dead, but the issue is not
buried. As this issue goes to publication,
members of the defunct group are appealing
the J’s decision with the Committee on
Student Life (CSL). Although he said that
he disagreed with TCF, Reverend McLennan
said that he would “defend their right of
religious association and religious freedom”
and “side with their right to exist on campus.” By commencement, the new members
of the TCUJ will have assumed their offices.
It is in the best interests of not only the TCF,
but any undergrad who participates in a
TCU-funded activity to implore the new
members of student government to rethink
the TCF decision and inject some common
❑
sense into this bureaucratic blunder.
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One drunken night a few weeks ago, a housemate
introduced us to the “buttplug” and “vagina” games.
-Dara Resnik

the Greeks; the Greeks hated the Romans. And on and
on. It has happened repeatedly throughout time.
-Howard Wolke

F--k it up, Larry.
-Larry Harris

I'm not here to see that the PRIMARY SOURCE is treated
fairly.
-Stacey Bran

Brian Finkelstein, kiss my ass.
-Matthew Behrens
I was scared that I was getting information from someone
who didn’t know what they are talking about and that just
doesn’t suit Daily standards.
-Jeremy Goldstein
I just hope that the PRIMARY SOURCE goes on offending
everyone and everything, myself included.
-Nicole Apostola
History has been plagued with hatred. Somehow, for some
reason, people start
hating each other.
The Babylonians
hated the Persians;
the Persians hated

Next time I’m trying to unwind, I think I’ll read a book.
-Dara Resnik
I’m your average Tufts kid… and yeah, I look down on
people who have lived in poverty their whole lives and make
no attempt to hide it.
-Daniel Barbarisi
I respect the University’s attempt to make Tufts faculty
more representative of real world demographics, but to fill
this position with someone who is “diverse” simply for
diversity’s sake would be a mistake.
-Erin Ross
And so I chose girls! Girls are as good to talk about as
to talk to. They’re pretty.
-Benny Gedan
I believe the only diversity that matters is diversity of ideas
and character.
-Sam Dangremond
I just want to sit all those people down who complain about
prison conditions and say, “It’s a prison you dumbf-ks! A PRISON!”
-Chris Kohler
A beautiful woman makes more money, feels
more confident, attracts people better
than her ugly counterpart.
-Aliza Lipschitz
If you ask me, “come” is funny no
matter what context it’s used in,
but then again, I still have the
mentality of a seventh grader.
-Dara Resnik
President DiBiaggio, since Tufts’
fund-raising is sub-par…
-Jordan Brenner
What do you know about
fundraising?
-President DiBiaggio
You’ve all been elitist
ethnocentrists by imposing your
culinary norms on the rest of
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Notable
Notable And
And
Quotable
Quotable

the world! Every time you cringe at a
grub being happily chewed by some
little Javan girl on the Discovery
Channel, every time you make meowing noises behind the Chinese delivery boy’s back, you’re guilty of societal chauvinism.
-Lew Titterton

What the Mets really need is Keith Hernandez back. Now,
there’s a guy who could get the fans (and himself) juiced
up!
-James Lubin

The PSATs?! Who studies for the damned PSATs?!
Oops. That’s right. That’s why I’m at Tufts.
-Dara Resnik
I still get lost looking for Wren, one of my unsuspecting
female friends was unfortunately lured into Zeta Psi, my
goldfish died, my heart has been broken, all my money is
gone, those damn Yankees are going to win the World
Series, and my roommate wakes up at 7 a.m. on Saturdays,
but what irritates me the most are those communists.
-Adam Carlis

Perhaps the worst part of the presidential election process
is the advent of new “solutions” Democratic candidates
offer to the public. While these Donkey Do-gooders often
correctly identify problems in society, they just as quickly
come up with a solution known as Big Government.
-Dan Lewis
Man, they killed Jason Alexander. That’s just not cool.
-Adam Biacchi
Invite a more diverse crowd [to the Oscars] and the event
won’t be so full of homogeneous white faces.
-Dara Resnik

It’s high time someone got up and put all their bad energy
into attacking the one thing on this campus that doesn’t
change, and doesn’t try to. It’s high time that someone
started attacking the PRIMARY SOURCE.
-“Random Tufts Student”

Only 33% of people surveyed find me stubborn, obnoxious, loud, and arrogant (note: this is only 1/3 of the
percentage who responded similarly to the same question
posed about co-nominee Jesse Levey).
-Howard Lien

I don’t want a bunch of angry parents blaming me when their
13-year-olds get breast implants.
-Dara Resnik

She’s raunchy, and I’m all good with that, except that a
bunch of vagina jokes isn’t my idea of a romantic
evening…
-Dara Resnik

‘Who Wants to Be a Millionaire’ is the whitest show on TV
since ‘Friends.’
-Brian Finkelstein
Don’t even think about cleaning your room. Too often the
notion of “spring cleaning” is associated with what should
be a time of tranquility, especially for the weary college
student. Cleaning will only make you realize how much junk
has accumulated in your dorm room during the past seven
months.
-Sandy Fried
Just what we need - more rich students who talk on cellular
phones and drive nice cars more than they do work and less
hardworking poorer students. There are a lot of schools in
New England that are considered expensive day cares for
kids who want to drink and smoke up more than learn about
something. When I was looking at Tufts as a high school
senior, it wasn’t one of those schools. Now it’s in danger
of becoming one.
-The "Crazy Monk"

I hate SUVs ‘cause I’m jealous. My car sucks. I want a
big-ass Durango that’s modified to burn leaded fuel.
-Ezra Klughaupt
Why is it that people who are arrested are always surprised
that they are treated badly and the conditions suck when
they get to prison?
-Megan Liotta
The day America stops protecting basic freedom is the
same day it concedes that this great experiment in
democracy, hope, and liberty has failed.
-Craig Waldman
Being libertarian at Tufts is comparable to being a dolphin
in a lion’s den: everybody’s pretty sure they should ravage
the misplaced mammal and leave him for dead, but they still
haven’t figured out what the hell he is.
-Philip De Vaul
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get pulled over for speeding, we cause
a pervasively hostile environment for
those students who cannot share in
our “invisible backpack of white
privilege.” If we consider the possible negatives of affirmative action,
we are no better than Klansmen and
Confederate lynch mobs. When we
decry unpopular words and discussion as “free speech” we are reversing
decades of progress. We are guilty of
by Dan Lewis
bigotry and gross insensitivity. We
’ve done it. I’ve graduated. This and how disappointed he was to expe- are white oppressors. And you, our
means one very important thing— rience “subtle racism” around him at bigoted parents, allowed us to go eighTufts is going to hound you for money. Tufts. A lesbian told us she is sur- teen years without repenting.
They didn’t put me in a class to
Even if they think you are bigots. rounded by “heterosexism” (when
teach
me this, although they are conYes, bigots. That’s the first thing I Ally McBeal has frivolous sex in a car
sidering
doing that for future freshlearned at Tufts, before any Chemis- wash for a few extra Neilsen points—
men—er,
“first year students.” Tufts
t r y o r E c o n o m i c s o r P h i l o s o p h y . quite the common way to meet your
has
other
ways of fixing your misWhen I arrived on campus, the pow- future mate—that’s heterosexism).
takes:
a
mandatory
panel of speakers
ers-that-be realized how badly par- But the heterosexism doesn’t subside
here,
a
rally
about
tolerance there,
ents (especially those of young men, at Tufts; instead of feeling accepted,
“open
forums”
intended
to proscribe
whites, and heterosexuals) paint the she’s only slightly less oppressed. A
people
from
leaving
the
politically
world, and how downright insensicorrect
collective,
and
of course
tive our parents are to minorities.
the
campus-wide
“practice
racial
Maybe you haven’t called anyone
When we decry unpopular words
sensitivity”
sentiment
in
the
newsthe “n-word” or a different racial
and discussion as “free speech” papers and in everyday conversaslur. Never have you proclaimed
tion. Sure, I spent my time here
we are reversing decades of
that homosexuals should be rituever opening a work by
ally slaughtered. So what if Dad
progress. We are guilty of bigotry without
Shakespeare.
Never once did I sit
never yelled, “Woman, get your ass
and
gross
insensitivity.
We
are
in
a
biology
lecture
or discuss psyin the kitchen and bake me a pie!”
chology
or
sociology
in a classYou are bigots nonetheless. Just
white oppressors. And you, our
room.
That’s
all
right.
I was told
ask Tufts.
bigoted
parents,
allowed
us
to
go
before
I
matriculated
to
expect to
I was only on campus for two,
learn
more
outside
the
classroom
eighteen years without repenting.
maybe three days. I knew at most a
than I ever could from a professor
dozen people on campus, all of
or a textbook. Did I ever!
whom I had met within the last sevIn my years on the Hill, Tufts has
enty-two hours. I was on my way to a young woman shared her high school
spent
thousands and thousands of dolmandatory “panel” of student speak- travesty: she was expected to take
lars
to
remind us of our white guilt. In
ers, hoping to meet new people and home economics instead of metal
the
past
few years, we’ve had some
maybe even learn something about shop. Instead of escaping this Dark
wondrous
speakers, each describing
Tufts from the panelists. Half the fresh- Ages view of womanhood, the green
in
great
detail
the phenomenon of
men class entered the large audito- pastures of Medford have turned out
“white
privilege”
or the ills of a
rium. We didn’t know this at the time, to have pro-life and porn-friendly
“phallocentric
society.”
The campus
but the four student panelists were weeds speckling the hillside.
was
re-educated
by
Jesse
Jackson,
chosen based primarily on their race,
There was one other person on the
NAACP
President
Kweisi
Mfume,
Nagender, or sexual orientation. They panel: a white male. He told us how he
tional
Organization
For
Women
Presiproceeded to tell us how they are all came to Tufts not realizing how guilty
different, yet they had one similar he and all the other white males are— dent Patricia Ireland, and Christopher
trait—all had been victimized by the how we caused pain and hardship of Edley, Jr., Bill Clinton’s top affirmabigoted upbringing experienced by the other panelists. Our parents (like tive action advisor. Cornel West, a
other Tufts students. We heard how yours) never taught us that we op- Harvard professor and proponent of
hard it was for the Asian student to press minorities at seemingly every “profound social change” in race relations, illuminated hundreds of stugrow up in a predominantly white town turn.
When we kiss our girlfriends in dents in his lecture well worth the
Mr. Lewis is a Tufts graduate and is now
public, ask our female neighbor if she multi-thousand dollar price tag. Oh,
gainfully employed.
has an iron we can borrow, or fail to and we even had the opportunity to be

When freshmen arrive at Tufts, they re-learn terms used during
their last four years in secondary school. Classes are now called
“lectures.” Teachers are “professors.” Tests are “exams.”
Parents are “bigots.”

Dear Mom and Dad

I
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enlightened to the plight of homo- the slave owner, the wife-beater, the
sexuals by the author of the classic gay-basher.
“Heather has Two Mommies,” and saw
How can I rectify the error of my
an obese naked woman produce a ways? I am glad that I may have given
quintessential example of perfor- up an opportunity to go to a better
mance art in the Hillel center.
school so that an upper-class minority
All these speakers are expensive, student could go here. I am willing to
and Tufts is not an institution known ignore notions that anyone politically
for its largesse. (You can’t go a week conservative is inherently racist; as
without hearing an administrator say most of them are white, it is probably
that Tufts is a “tuition-driven” uni- true. I realize that may be necessary to
versity). The $32,000 you pay each watch my every word in order to insure
year goes right into the budget, and, that no Jewish students, no Asian stuin the end, pays for my tolerance and dents, and no students of historically
diversity training. My tuition funds oppressed groups—blacks, Hispanics,
the planning and costs involved in homosexuals, and women—feel of“Why No Means No,” the mandatory fended or insulted. Is that enough?
orientation class
Probably not.
that teaches me
I will refuse to
not
to
rape
use
“flesh” colMy tuition funds the planning
women, and to
ored Band-Aids,
and costs involved in “Why No as they are not the
keep the “potential rapist” inside
flesh color of a
Means No,” the mandatory
me bottled up
significant pororientation class that teaches
tight. It also goes
tion of society.
me not to rape women, and to ( D o n ’ t b e l i e v e
to sponsor “Culture Houses” that
me? Read “White
keep the “potential rapist”
allow people of
Privilege” by
inside me bottled up tight.
different races,
Patty McIntosh,
religions,
or
the focal piece of
sexual orientations to leave dorm life a student-organized sensitivity sesin favor of a place away from us igno- sion. ) I will boycott Disney, whose
rant white folk. They need their own racial and homosexual stereotypes in
“safe zones” until we can forget our The Lion King and blatant representaprior indoctrination and see the world tion of women as sex symbols in both
in its true, pluralistic light. This re- The Little Mermaid and Aladdin harm
training and rethinking process can society. I will drink milk and chocoget quite costly, but remaining igno- late milk in equal proportions. And I
rant to the greater good is more ex- vow to always remember, above all
p e n s i v e t h a n t h e e d u c a t i o n w e else, that if it weren’t for my thoughts
thought we came here for.
and actions, every citizen of the world
Imagine going through life, a col- community would be free at last.
lege-educated man, thinking that
Now that I’ve graduated, you have
whites and blacks, men and women, a real chance to make the same strides
straights and gays could ignore their I have, and reverse your bigoted ways.
“classifications” and co-exist, judg- When Tufts sends you the first invitaing each person not as a member of a tion to join its league of donors, I urge
group but as an individual. Consider you to open both your wallet and your
the tyranny of a world where I, a mind. I did, and if I had not, I would
straight white male (a member of the probably still be ignorant to how my
“oppressors”), am free to consider each gender, my sexual persuasion, and my
person I encounter for their merits and skin color make me a predator. I know
their faults, without considering their you don’t see racists, homophobes, and
race, gender, or sexual persuasion. chauvinists parading across the stage,
Perish the thought; I am nothing more diploma in hand. There is not one
than the guiltless, all-powerful, ex- white-hooded Jumbo sitting in the
alted white ruler who has kept minori- crowd. There’s a good reason—we
❑
ties down for five hundred years. I am k n o w b e t t e r .

If it rains,
will you be able to hold
commencement in MY new,
10 million dollar
convocation center?

I DOUBT IT!

THE PRIMARY SOURCE, GRADUATION 2000 15

The TCU presents a true story of a president, his
amendment, and the year that followed.

Making Amends
by Adam Biacchi

A

ll things considered, this academic year
was not highlighted by student government progress. One cannot dispute the
addition of tasty Chinese food to Hodgdon,
nor the Turkey Shuttle bus to the airport in
November. By all accounts this year’s TCU
Senate was more productive than that of last
year…but that’s not saying much. Unfortunately for the Senate, a looming stormcloud
of failure and misjudgment overshadowed
this year’s meager accomplishments. What
was this dereliction? Two words: cabinet
amendment.
It started out innocently enough. A
referendum at the bottom of the May 3, 1999
presidential ballot proposed the addition of
an article to the TCU Constitution which
would give the TCU president the power to
appoint a cabinet of unelected advisors.
This referendum was the brainchild of thenPresident Jack Schnirman, who wanted
something to show for his otherwise vacant
term. The vast majority of the electorate had
no prior knowledge of this proposal because Schnirman did not collect the mandatory 250 signatures of support from the
student body until the day before the election. The proposed referendum was approved by the Elections Board (ELBO)
(chaired by Friend-of-Jack Jonathan Chines)
just hours before the election was to begin,
and events were set into motion which would
haunt the TCU government for the next
eleven months.
Larry Harris defeated Vivek Ramgopal
for the presidency; no one contested that.
However, the fate of the Cabinet Amendment was not so clear. In order for a referendum to be approved by the student population, at least 20% of the students must vote,
with a two-thirds majority in favor. In the
case of the Cabinet Amendment, 58% voted
Mr. Biacchi is a freshman who has not
yet declared a major. He is a member of
the Tufts Community Union Judiciary.

in favor; however, the Constitution also
contains a clause stating that if 25% or more
of the campus population voted on the
amendment, than only a simple majority
was needed for approval. Therefore, had
over 25% of the student population voted,
the referendum would have passed. Unfortunately for Schnirman, only 24.6% of the
population voted. The amendment had been
voted down. It was then that the corruption
began.

The cabinet amendment
referendum was approved by
the Elections Board (chaired
by Schnirman's buddy
Jonathan Chines) just hours
before the election was to
begin, and events were set
into motion which would
haunt the TCU government
for the next eleven months.
On the night of May 3, Chines sent out
an e-mail announcing the results of the
election to the general student population,
and declared that the Cabinet Amendment
had been approved after Schnirman convinced him to round up the voting percentages. This scheme, however, failed because,
almost immediately afterwards, the results
were challenged by several conscientious
students.
Undaunted, Chines sent a new e-mail to
the population just two hours later. In it, he
declared that votes from students studying
abroad would not be counted, even though
three had taken part in the election by absentee ballot. With the student population
thus reduced by 118 students, the percentage of voters became 25.2%, and the amendment so “passed.”
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Chines must have been hoping that no
one would notice the effects of and thus the
reasons behind the change. But the next
day, Historian Ralan Hill submitted an appeal to the Tufts Community Union Judiciary (TCUJ), claiming that the elimination
was unconstitutional and that the election
was therefore null and void. At this point,
every single member of ELBO, with the
exception of Sarah Molenkamp, resigned.
The appeal was put off until the fall.
Schnirman and Chines graduated that May.
With fall came controversy. New President Larry Harris with the assistance of his
yes-man, senate Parliamentarian Jesse
Levey, defended the Cabinet Amendment
and the acts of the departed Chines and
Schnirman (even though Ralan’s appeal
was directed against ELBO, not the senate).
Then, appallingly, Molenkamp herself resigned, leaving a total of zero members on
ELBO. To complicate matters, Hill was studying abroad in Ghana that semester, meaning
that neither of the original parties could be
present at the TCUJ hearing. Nevertheless,
the TCUJ came to the (correct) conclusion
that students abroad are still part of the TCU
and therefore must be accounted for in all
elections. Subsequently, despite fierce protests from Harris and Levey, the TCUJ ruled
that the Cabinet Amendment was to be removed from the Constitution immediately.
Harris and Levey continued to fight for
the amendment. They appealed the TCUJ’s
decision to the Committee on Student Life
(CSL), claiming that due process had not
been followed since they were not allowed
to present evidence at the hearing (ignoring
the fact that the senate was not a party to the
hearing in the first place). CSL ruled that
while the TCUJ was correct in determining
that ELBO’s actions were unconstitutional,
it ruled in favor of the senators and mandated that there would be a new hearing
where the senators would be able to present
its evidence.
If you think that this whole situation is
confusing, you are not alone. The student
body quickly lost interest in the bickering
over this seemingly meaningless detail.
People complained that the student government should be working to improve the
school by tackling real issues, not wasting
its time over a matter that has next to no
affect on the common student. Indeed, they
were correct. Harris and Levey’s insistence
in pursuing an amendment that should never
have passed in the first place and that made

so little of a real difference is perplexing.
Does it really matter if the President has
“official” advisors? If he wants people’s
advice, why can’t he just call them on the
phone like everyone else? Is the cabinet
anything more than a place for a President
to appoint friends so they can put a position
on their résumés? Rumblings among the
student body grew ever stronger as the bickering dragged on.
Throughout the semester, the TCUJ and
senate continued to exchange blows. Harris
and the senate declared that they would
ignore the TCUJ’s ruling and appointed
members to the Presidential cabinet. The
TCUJ responded by calling the senate’s
actions unconstitutional and appealing the
senate’s defiance to CSL on charges of contempt. Harris retorted by calling for the
resignation of Judiciary Co-Chair Craig
Waldman. The CSL, in order to diffuse a
conflict that was quickly spiraling out of
control, postponed the hearing until the
second semester.
When Senator Ralan Hill returned from
Ghana, he discovered his simple appeal
against ELBO’s procedures had grown far
larger and more complicated than he ever
could have imagined. Harris and Levey, in
their fight to officially approve the Cabinet Amendment, now asserted that the
count of students on campus last year was
incorrect and showed a lower number which
would have pushed the percentage of students that voted on the amendment over
25%. Hill, wishing to end the process for
good, proceeded to investigate the situation independently. The TCUJ reconvened
on January 31. At this hearing, the Judiciary heard the senate testimony, ruled in
favor of the senate, and repealed its earlier
decision. At this point, Waldman, claiming he was sick of the constant bickering
and ineffectiveness of student government,
resigned and pledged never again to enter
student politics. Harris, claiming victory,
wasted little time in using his new power by
appointing Lauren Heist, Co-Chair of Senior Fund, to be the first member of his
personal cabinet. Of course, Heist was a
good friend of Harris, and Harris was the
other Co-Chair of Senior Fund, but no one
seemed to mind.
The issue, however, was far from settled.
Hill learned of the TCUJ’s ruling, he was
furious, since he was not informed of the reopening of his appeal and therefore not
present at the hearing. Hill appealed to CSL

on the basis that he was not allowed to
present his case and, despite protests from
Judiciary Chair Jessica Branco, was awarded
a re-hearing in late March. The dispute was
to be decided once and for all on March 30,
nearly 11 months after it began. Hill represented himself and new ELBO Chair Bruce
Kessler was ordered to represent ELBO even
though he had not been on the body when
the events in question took place. Harris and
Levey represented the senate but only as
witnesses with relevant information, not a
party in the case. During the trial it became
clear that the different departments at Tufts
each had different population counts. Hill
argued that the number ELBO had used last
year, which came from the Registrar’s Office, should be used, while Harris and Levey
argued that numbers from Jack Reilly, Director of the Budget, were more accurate.
(Not surprisingly, the numbers put forth by
Harris and Levey would make the amendment pass.)
Finally, the TCUJ ruled that a new election was needed, since there was no way to
be absolutely certain if the amendment had
indeed passed or failed. This said, the J once
again removed the cabinet amendment from
the Constitution. The TCUJ also mandated
that in the future, ELBO shall always predetermine the number of students on campus
before a referendum is voted upon. In defeat,
Harris finally gave up on the cabinet amendment to concentrate his efforts on other
business at hand, not that he had any time
left to do so. Levey, in apparent disgust over
the facts of democracy, did not run for reelection.
The issue may be settled, but Chines
and Schnirman have certainly left their mark.
Strong anti-student government sentiment
has become the norm. Many saw the amendment as a trivial matter that the senate was
too proud to give up on. Many felt the
debate to be nothing but an over-hyped
shouting match between those individuals
involved. One thing is certain, however.
The student government spent far too much
time on this single issue. The younger members of student government claim that they
have learned immensely from the trials of
this year, and pledge to prevent a conflict of
this magnitude from ever occurring during
their tenure. At the very least, may student
government never again submit their logic
to their pride, and, through time and effort
spent on issues that actually matter, re-earn
❑
our respect.

As a junior,
will you be able to
procure a domicile on
Tufts' luxurious
Medford Campus?

I DOUBT IT!
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Dining Services, Residential Life, and
CampusLink: the Three Horsemen of Tufts.

Student
Disservice
by Jonathan Perle

I

f history is any indication, there are
a few conclusions we can draw
about economics. Capitalism works.
Controlled economies do not. And
monopolies hurt the consumer. Fortunately, the majority of Americans
have learned such lessons. Only aging Soviet communists, the North
Koreans, and Al Gore still believe in
planned economies. But controlled
economies are not the subject of this
article; monopolies are. From the
b e g i n n i n g o f t h e 2 0 th c e n t u r y ,
America has formally recognized
that monopolies are antithetical to
capitalist competition and detrimental to the development of new technology. By passing the Sherman Antitrust Act, we codified this recognition into law. But while America
has taken such progressive steps,
Tufts has not.
Mr. Perle is a sophomore majoring in
Political Science.

At Tufts, the most important services are controlled by monopolies
that combine inefficiency with horrendous policies in an unholy matrimony that leaves students shafted.
From Dining Services to Campuslink,
Tufts students are forced to endure the
miseries of bureaucracies controlled
by administrators whose jobs are not
based upon the satisfaction of the customer. The only other place where one
finds such a backward system is in the
government—and anyone who has had
to get a building permit, a driver’s
license, or wait in line at the post office before UPS and FedEx were invented knows the three-toed sloth pace
with which our government bureaucracies move.
Take Dining Services. For years,
students have complained about the
food; it has taken Dining Services years
to respond. A woman whose professional fortune seem unrelated to the

quality of the services that she provides heads this inept student service.
Unfortunately for students forced to
eat in the dining halls, the stranglehold that Dining Services has over student pockets has resulted in poorer
quality food and poorer services. At
the beginning of this school year, Dining Services encountered a problem.
The number of students who wanted to
work in the Carmichael dining hall
was insufficient to meet the demands
of the students who dine there. When
considered on a geological time scale,
Dining Services acted very quickly,
and promptly solved the problem by
the time Spring Break was over. If we
consider the United States government
the amoeba of efficiency, and the private sector in a free market to be modern man, then Dining Services ranks
somewhere between a cat and a hamster—which may well be what they are
serving.
Of course, what Dining Services is
serving is what they want you to be
eating, and to that end they have used
their monopoly power to keep all competition from coming on to campus.
Merchants On Points (MOPS), which
is regulated and controlled by Dining
Services, has only four participating
restaurants, and it has been determined
that no more than four will be allowed.
In addition to the restriction on the
number of restaurants graciously per-

IMAGE IS NOTHING

FREEDOM IS EVERYTHING

READ THE
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.

mitted to be on points, there is a re- most reviled institutions at Tufts. The
striction on when and how points may shoddy deals a student gets from
be used. Specifically, restaurants on Campuslink and Dining Services are
the MOPS system are forbidden to ac- one thing, but Residential Life has
cept orders on points before 7:00 p.m., taken mismanagement to a whole new
and are only allowed to accept points art form. Take sophomore housing, for
on orders that are to be delivered. This instance (and here we will exclude the
system’s only purpose is to prevent fact that Tufts charges over twice the
competition to Dining Services from amount of money for housing (based
places where students would actually on amount of square feet per person)
want to eat. Just by sampling the food, than the free market). For sophomores
you can easily see why, when given a to get housing, they must apply for it
choice between Urban Gourmet and at same time that the student body
the dining halls, students will choose a p p l i e s f o r c o - o p h o u s i n g — a f t e r
Urban Gourmet. Similarly, when given Spring Break. All the best off-campus
the choice between the one operation housing in the area is snatched by
that resembles
renters in the
the free market
early
Fall.
that Dining SerIf we consider the United States T h u s , s o p h o vices does run
mores
who
government the amoeba of
(the Commons)
wish to live off
efficiency, and the private sector c a m p u s m u s t
and the normal
fare at the Dineither assume
in a free market to be modern
ing Halls, stuthey will get
man, then Dining Services
dents invaritheir off-camably choose the
pus housing reranks somewhere between a
Commons.
uest granted
cat and a hamster—which may qand
When
it
lay down a
well be what they are serving.
comes
to
deposit in the
Campuslink,
Fall, or they
common serhave to wait
vice would be a step up on the evolu- until the Spring and not be guaranteed
tionary scale. Here is a company so housing (as the 92 juniors on the waitpoorly managed and disorganized that ing list will so miserably attest).
it has charged students late fees when
Dining Services, Campuslink, and
it has forgotten to send out bills in the Residential Life are the Three Horsefirst place. The exchange that Tufts men of Tufts. While other monopolies
made with Campuslink—wiring the and inefficient offices are present, these
school in exchange for exclusive three entities have daily, often detrirights—has turned out to be a poor mental effects on students’ lives. These
deal. Tufts should have increased organizations, whether due to greed,
fundraising efforts to wire the campus incompetence, or the law of unintended
instead of giving Campuslink the abil- consequences harm much more than help
ity to charge inflated, non-competi- students and their parents who foot the
tive prices for phone calls and sub- bill. By giving over control to these
standard service.
groups, the Tufts administration has
L i k e D i n i n g S e r v i c e s a n d managed to wash its hands of the task of
Campuslink, Tufts students are forced actually addressing practical student
to endure another monopoly that auto- concerns. The chain of command, for all
matically controls students’ lives dur- practical purposes, with regards to Dining at least part of their tenure at Tufts. ing Services and Residential Life ends
This would be Residential Life Of- with Patti Lee and Anne Gardiner. This
fice—the SUV of efficiency. Residen- means that the heads of the institutions
tial Life is so bungled it is hard to that most need change are the ones left
know where to begin. From their out- with the responsibility of improving
dated policies on fines to their power themselves. The results of this practice
to control where sophomores live, Res have been dawdling alterations, and
❑
Life has managed to become one of the reluctant reforms.

At commencement,
will you be able to park
in our beautiful new
parking garage, Completion Date:
March First?

I DOUBT IT!
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What can you find among Tisch's million?
Sadomasochism and prostitutes, but no pro-life books.

Tisch
Lucky Hole
by Jared Burdin

I

t would seem strange, even in today’s
society, to hear of a collegiate library,
once known world-wide as a bastion of
freedom, refusing to accept a book into its
stacks. Yet that is exactly what Tisch Library did early in March when an active
alumna of over ten years submitted the
Massachusetts Citizens for Life’s Pro Life
Reference Journal 1998-1999 for the
University’s holdings. She received her
donation back, along with a polite letter
from the Humanities Bibliographer, Christopher Barbour.
According to Mr. Barbour, Tisch
Library’s acquisition policy prohibits the
acceptance of “primary documents,” including, but not limited to “handbooks
from organizations working in the public
arena.” This policy, simply put, is ludicrous. It is an attempt at an objective filter
that keeps from the stacks works due to
their method of publication and distribution, regardless of each book’s scholarship. On the other hand, works lacking in
this regard that have been published through
a publishing house and sold internationally have consistently made their way to
the shelves of Tisch. The question that
remains to be answered is why, then, does
the Tisch Library refuse to accept primary
documents, in particular the MCFL Pro
Life Reference Journal.
It is obvious that a book’s authorship
is not a litmus test as to whether a not it is
accepted by the library. Contrary to Mr.
Barbour’s statement, many books written
by organizations working in the public
arena have been acquired by the University’s
holdings. Among the organizations that
have written books that can be found on the
shelves of the Tisch Library are various
city and state Planned Parenthood offices,
the World Health Organization, and the

United States Congress. The topics of these
works range from legislation to population
control. There is even (gasp!) a handbook,
Planned Parenthood of New York’s Abortion, a Woman’s Guide (call number RG
734 .P58 1973). Therefore, the Pro Life
Reference Journal was not rejected based
on these criteria, but rather on some other
concerns held by the library.
It may be an anxiety of the library’s
that independently published books are of
low quality with respect to appearance and
durability. The Tisch Library, after all, has
to maintain a standard of aesthetics indicative of a collegiate athenaeum, and a flimsily constructed book simply would not
meet that standard. However, on Tisch’s
shelves are many poorly built publications, some of them with staple or plastic
ring bindings, such as Innovating and
Adapting: New Financing Strategies for
Colleges and Universities (LB 2342 .C6

Mr. Burdin is a junior majoring in
Computer Engineering.
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1984). Even an expeditious scan of MCFL’s
Reference Journal reveals that it is no
shabby bathtub-gin-quality publication.
It is over 180 pages, softbound, with an
attractive, glossy cover. If appearance is
the library’s concern, such concern would
seem to be superfluous in this case.
The content of a candidate for a
library’s holdings is certainly a legitimate
consideration of that library. Independently
published books, it could be reasoned, are
more likely to contain vulgar or inflammatory material. This, however, is not the case
with the MCFL’s Pro Life Reference Journal. The majority of the Journal is dedicated to pro-life essays, whose writers include Boston College philosophy professor Peter Kreeft and television commentator and syndicated columnist L. Brent
Bozell III, both of whom have authored
other books in the Tisch holdings. The
essays are temperate and evenhanded, and
contain no scathing demonizations. There
are no pictures of aborted fetuses within
the Journal’s pages. It is, in fact, a model of
decency that is so often lacking on both
sides of the debate. Content and decency,
however, do not seem to have been taken
into account when the Tisch Library rejected the Pro Life Reference Journal.
Content and decency are apparently
never involved in the decision making
process when a book is under consideration for appropriation into the Tisch Li-

Which of these books was barred from Tufts' Tisch library?

If you want to be treated like a president,
act like one.

The Public
Figure
by Chris Kohler

"L

brary, as a cursory review of the stacks
reveals. Nestled along with Love Canal in
Tufts million-strong holdings, one will
find some of the most pernicious and disturbing publications the bibliographic
world has to offer. Consider Nobuyoshi
Araki’s Tokyo Lucky Hole (HQ 247.T6
A73 1997), 704 pages of “art.” That is, if
you consider art to be black and white
photographs of Japanese prostitutes involved in various sex acts with their Johns.
The insightful Red Light: Inside the Sex
Industry (HQ 144.P53 1996) explores the
lives of sex workers, and features Sylvia
Plachy’s photographs of men and women
in various states of undress. If lexicography is your thing, check out The Language of Sadomasochism (HQ 79 .M87
1989) next time you are on the first floor.
In this “tome” you will find 115 pages of
uncensored definitions, complete with etymology. These three books, indicative of
the level of prurience acceptable at Tisch
Library, are available to all through the
lending program, while a well-produced
collection of essays on a serious topic is
nowhere to be found, simply because it is
a primary document.
It is clear that Tisch Library’s acquisition “policy” with regard to primary
documents is not only inane, it is a farce.
It is hard to understand what led the library to refuse the Pro Life Reference
Journal, if it purportedly wishes to contribute to the open-minded, diversity-oriented discourse so treasured by Tufts
University. Libraries across the state of
Massachusetts, including the Middlesex
County Libraries Consortium have welcomed it with open arms. Tisch should do
❑
the same.

ook,” said Dan Lewis, pointing have remained a minor annoyance,
at the second page of the TCU however, had Harris not felt the need
Senate’s budget. “They spent forty- to insert racist humor into his speech.
two dollars on two pens.”
“Did you ever notice,” he said, “how
“That’s nothing,” I said. “They the black a cappella singers always
spent three thousand four hundred seem to bob their heads better than the
dollars on Larry Harris.”
white a cappella singers? The black
That’s right: each year, $3,400 of people are right on beat. The white
the ever-increasing Student Activities people… it’s like they’re singing a
Fee goes directly into the pocket of totally different song.”
the TCU Senate president. Granted,
Outrageous and totally inapproJack Schnirman did far less for that priate as this comment was, Harris was
money than Larry did (remember Fall not done. After four of the six groups
Fest ‘98? Of course
had finished their
you don’t), but the
Harris
“Did you ever notice... how the s e t s ,
point is that the ofstepped up to infice of the presi- black a cappella singers always troduce the Jackdency is held in seem to bob their heads better son Jills. “Now, a
such high regard
lot of people make
than the white a cappella
(theoretically) as
fun of the Jills besingers? The black people are cause they all wear
to
deserve
a
h e a l t h y s a l a r y . right on beat. The white people… s o l i d
black
With this in mind,
dresses. But I think
shouldn’t
t h e it’s like they’re singing a totally i t ’ s r e a l c l a s s y .
different song.”
president be held
And I think when
to higher stanthey come out
-TCU Senate President Larry
dards than the rest
here, you’ll see
of the student
why I always say
body? In fact, should the president not ‘black is better.’”
make a moral example of himself?
As if it even needs to be said: HarConsider the a cappella "O-Show," ris had stopped talking about their
the inaugural Goddard concert held at dresses long ago. But were these mere
the very end of Orientation. Harris vol- slips of the tongue? Did Harris retreat
unteered to emcee the show, but in to the back room after the show and
what was quickly becoming his signa- wish he hadn’t made racist cracks in
ture style, attempted to hog the spot- front of students who hadn’t been at
light as if it were his last day on Earth. Tufts for a week? Unfortunately, no: in
Harris’ long-winded, self-aggrandiz- fact, Harris went on to repeat his jokes
ing interludes only prolonged the verbatim at the following performance.
audience’s agony: having to sit through
At least he avoided swearing like
Essence and sQ is bad enough without a sailor – it was Goddard, after all. But
having to hear about Harris’ Backstreet this opportunity would, of course,
Boys addiction. His remarks would come at Fall Fest. Naughty By Nature
finished their act and Harris leapt on
Mr. Kohler is a sophomore majoring in
stage in an attempt to “freestyle” his
Japanese.
way into our hearts. He got quickly to
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the point, encouraging the crowd to
chant “F—k it up, Larry” while he provided the rap itself, which, of course,
contained copious use of the word
“nigger.” Would it have been reasonable to ask Harris to “freestyle” without using the curse words that so permeate modern rap? No. Would it have
been appropriate to not perform at all,
given his office? Certainly.
In any case, Harris’ previous lapses
of judgement were nothing compared
to his remarks as emcee of the Parade
of Nations. At this, the mother of all
multicultural group-hug sessions, Harris hopped onstage and wasted little
time proving that his O-Show comments were not merely a fluke: “You
know why black people don’t play
hockey? Because you’ve got this vast
sheet of white ice, where big white
men pick up big sticks and beat a little
black puck into a huge white prison.”
Excuse me? Where was the apology? Where was the outrage? Where
were the Observations?! A white student calls a Chinese student “Ho Chi
Minh bitch” at a private party and gets
strung up, but a black president insults an entire race in front of a packed
Cohen crowd and… nothing?! Harris
is not merely lucky that such a double
standard exists, he is clearly exploiting it for all it is
worth, knowing that
neither his freedom
nor his presidency
was in danger so
long as he was
black and his
public racism
was directed
a g a i n s t
whites.

But nothing – nothing – could
possibly explain nor atone for Harris’
actions at a Sigma Phi Epsilon party
later in the semester. Harris showed up
at the door to the fraternity house well
past midnight and asked to be let into
the party. The brother at the door told
Harris that he would not be allowed in:
for one, the party was invitation-only;
furthermore, it was a theme party and
Harris was not dressed for the occasion. At this point, any of us would
have argued the point a little further;
after all, Harris only wanted to be let in
for a moment. But when the doorman
insisted, Harris did what no person of
his status – indeed, no respectable person at all – should do: he took a swing
at the brother, which resulted in a
scuffle which brought five cruisers –
and an embarrassing close – to the
party.
Perhaps this year’s TCU Senate,
who let out a collective whine and
begged for someone – anyone – to take
them seriously, should look no further
than their own elected leader. There is
a time and a place for off-color humor,
and neither Goddard Chapel nor Parade of Nations are it. Chinese food at
Hodgdon and larger safety shuttles
mean nothing when an individual paid
to represent the student body not only
fails to conduct himself with the dignity and maturity befitting of his
position, but also fails to conduct
❑
himself like an adult.

books

How I Accidentally Joined The
Vast Right-Wing Conspiracy
(And Found Inner Peace)
by Harry Stein

Delacorte Press · Nonfiction · 288 pages ·
Hardcover · ISBN 0-385-33396-X · $23.95
· On sale June 2000

W

ith credentials like The New York
Times, GQ, Playboy, Esquire, The
Wall Street Journal, and TV Guide,
as well as six published books, under his belt,
how much trouble could it possibly have
been for noted ethics columnist Harry Stein to
find a publisher for his latest book, How I
Accidentally Joined The Vast Right-Wing
Conspiracy (And Found Inner Peace)? A lot,
at least before he found a willing partner in
Delacorte Press. But this came as no surprise
to Stein: after all, How I… is a chronicle of a
lifetime of similar situations, of experiencing
firsthand that kind of censorship that only the
“open-minded” seem to embrace.
How I… is the story of Stein’s transformation from seventies liberal to nineties conservative, from college activist to moral authority. At once bitingly witty and deadly serious,
Stein uses his personal memoirs (“It’s all my
wife’s fault,” he begins) to frame his concise
and systematic deconstruction of liberal
stances on abortion, affirmative action, sexual
harassment, education, AIDS, and feminism.
And although Stein argues passionately for
conservative values and ideals in each case,
it is obviously with modern feminism that he
lodges his deepest personal complaints. Stein
shows convincingly how the feminist movement has done great harm to both genders –
and if you don’t understand how this could
possibly be true, you need to read this book
immediately.
On a campus which has seen the attempted defunding of two conservative groups
over the last two years, ridiculous pamphlets
on imaginary harassment, a library that refuses to hold a pro-life reference, and elected
officials with no sense of character, the times
are right for such a book. If anything, it helped
this budding right-thinker become not only
more assured of his views but more confident
in the facts behind them. Do yourself a favor
and read it; and if you find yourself confused,
outraged, and humbled, don’t worry: it’s all
part of discovering the truth.
–Chris Kohler
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Did the actions of Attorney General Janet Reno and her
cohorts dishonor America's proud heritage?

A Most
Chilling Picture
by Craig Waldman

W

hen Janet Reno ordered troops to raid
a Little Havana house in the wee hours of
a Saturday morning, she demonstrated, as she
had done in Waco, campaign finance investigations, impeachment, and assorted other debacles,
that she does not understand that most basic
principle of governmental power: that it must be
wielded with great restraint lest it be used in the
most dangerous of ways.
From the ordeal’s beginning, government
officials looked to paint Lazaro Gonzalez as an
evil man with sinister motives. But remember, if
Lazaro had bowed under pressure from Reno a
few weeks ago when she demanded that he turn
the boy over in Washington, Elian would now
be back in Cuba and our courts would have been
unjustly cut out of the matter. Deputy Attorney
General Eric Holder had stressed on numerous
occasions that nothing could hold Elian in the
United States if he was returned to his father. The
Clinton justice department clearly has little faith
in the American justice system and, in typical
fashion, does not care if it preempts their Constitutional duty to hear such a case.
But Lazaro did not crack under pressure.
Instead, he fought in the proper arena: the courts.
He won. And, although the United States government wants to paint him as a criminal, he is
really the only one following the law by arguing
the case in court. Only Reno and Clinton want
to circumvent the process in order to return Elian
to Cuba – where Castro can steal all of the little
boy’s rights and hold him up as a Communist
victory.
And where has Juan Miguel Gonzalez
been throughout this whole ordeal? In Washington, D.C., meeting with pro-Castro groups
on a daily basis and using Greggory Craig,
President Clinton’s impeachment attorney, to
carry his message to the American people.
This is not to question his dedication as a
father, but Americans cannot possibly know
the pressures that he is operating under. Re-

member: he is living in a Cuban diplomat’s
house. His mother and his wife’s child from a
previous marriage remain in Cuba under close
supervision. Castro had four months to indoctrinate him for his trip. The United States needs
to think hard about whether Juan Miguel
speaks freely, especially with his mother having been moved to a secure government compound in Cuba. He may be a fit father, but he
may not be speaking freely and may return
Elian to a dangerous situation. America must
explore these possibilities and act accordingly. In short, there is much that needs to be
sorted out and the courts are where the decision should lie—not with a President who has
already ruined one family (his own) and an
attorney general who has yet to make a coherent, defendable decision.
This debate, however, came to an awful
conclusion when Reno ordered armed law
enforcement into the Little Havana house.
When Elian’s mother left Cuba, she hoped to
get Elian away from the military dictatorship
of Castro. She probably never imagined that
her boy could be taken from a house that he
called home in the middle of the night by
armed officers using pepper spray and wielding assault rifles. The pictures of this raid were
an utter embarassment to every American
principle. American officers, on Easter weekend, invaded a house and took—
by force—a little boy from his
home. Neither he nor the family were given the proper
chance for
a goodbye.
This was
truly
a
sp e c t a c l e
appropriate to

Castro's regime, not the American democratic system. The Clinton administration
clearly does not understand that America has
always stood for freedom and the rule of law.
By allowing this shameful raid, Clinton has
undermined the rule of law and undercut
America’s proud heritage.
The use of force was not justified in this
case. As George W. Bush noted after the raid,
“This is a country of laws, not guns.” The
picture of a law enforcement officer with his
finger on the trigger of an assault rifle pointed
towards the little boy will be forever burned
into people’s minds. There were no guns in the
house and there was no need to invade the
house as if it was a terrorist compound. When
the 11th Circuit refused to issue an order to
return Elian to his father, the executive branch
should have sought legal recourse through
appropriate channels. Force is a last resort
only, not an option to be used whenever one
feels defeated. There is no way such negotiation could have continued and not come to a
better resolution. The Clinton administration
claims to have been enforcing the law. But
under the law, the attorney general could have
allowed a family court (a court whose main
purpose lies in deciding what is in the best
interest of a child) to mediate this case. And
while everyone claims to be looking out for
the boy’s best interest, Bush points out that
“no one can argue that taking a young boy at
gunpoint is in his best interest.”
Our laws derive their authority from the
belief that they are carried out in a responsible
and measured way. No doubt, this was a rash
decision made by people without moral authority. The image of Elian being removed at
gunpoint sends the world the wrong picture
of America’s belief in freedom. It defied the
memory of those who stormed the beach at
Normandy to reclaim Europe. It shamefully shadows the memories of Reagan
appealing for freedom in all nations. It
dishonors all American troops who
have fought for liberty around the
globe. In short, these actions
embarrassed America. ❑

Mr. Waldman is a junior majoring in
History.
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With a little extra controversy, Commencement
could keep Tufts in the media spotlight.

An Affair
to Remember
by Michael Ferenczy

F

irst co-ed housing, now the TCF—Tufts
has once again made the national news
media. But we still need more publicity. By
now, almost everyone at Tufts knows about
the Tufts Christian Fellowship situation. If
you don’t, then climb out from your computer
lab or the hole in which you’ve been hiding
and pick up a newspaper. There have been
about 800 Viewpoints in the Daily, both for
and against de-recognition. This issue has
made The Boston Herald, The Washington
Times, and National Review.
The facts of this case have been hard to
come by. That is probably The Daily’s fault.
Everything is. Or maybe the issue just isn’t
crystal clear. About the only things known for
sure are that Julie Catalano, an open bisexual,
was denied a leadership position in the TCF.
She accused them of discrimination in a complaint to the TCUJ, with backing from most of
the campus’ liberal and politically active
groups. The TCF claimed that they were not
discriminating because of her sexuality, but
because of her interpretation of scripture. The
TCUJ, in a late-night meeting, decided to derecognize TCF. In response, the TCF has filed
an appeal with the Committee on Student Life.
All public information aside from these scant
facts is hearsay—of which there has been
much in the Viewpoints written about the
confrontation and on Brian’s Rumors Daily.
Earlier this year, the possibility of a coed housing pilot program made the Boston
Globe and the Herald as well as local news
programs, and it was rumored that Carl
Sciortino, one of the leaders of the initiative,
was to be on 20/20. Unfortunately, at least in
terms of national media recognition, the proposal was shot down by the administration.
Rumors flew across campus that the administration was worried about negative public
relations. Perhaps they haven’t heard the
saying, “all press is good press.”
Mr. Ferenczy is a sophomore majoring in
Chemical Engineering.

What this University needs is more advertising. A quick perusal of Tufts’ Internet
PR site reveals a number of stories, including science- and music-related triumphs by
Tufts professors. Most Tufts students haven’t
heard of these accomplishments, and that is
partially because of our lack of national
media coverage.
This brings us to the TCF issue. Tufts
should be doing its best to promote coverage in the national media. This exposure
can do nothing but help Tufts in the recognition and reputation departments. All advertising is good advertising, and this is
some of the best we could hope for. Here we
have a campus where issues such as freedom
of religion versus non-discrimination are
debated openly and hotly, and (for once)
freedom of speech has not been stifled.
Students have argued for and against
de-recognition, most without even a basic
understanding of the facts, but at least with
a good sense of the issues at hand. The
topic of debate has gone from the procedural, with which the TCUJ argued for derecognition, citing a violation of the
University’s policy against discrimination,
to a discussion of freedom of religion versus non-discrimination.
As of deadline, the administration had
yet to give official comment on the situation,
declining statement until student government
had dealt with the issue. The administration
should let student government handle it, but
they should promote this to the media, instead
of just giving a “no comment.” They should
tout the ability of Tufts students to handle the
situation on their own. “Lucky thing, they go
to a school that prepares them for these types
of decisions themselves…unlike Harvard,”
Sol Gittleman could say.
Fortunately, the national media has gotten wind of this story on their own. The
Washington Times and Boston Herald have
picked up on the story, quoting heavily
from the Tufts Daily (and therefore almost
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assuring inaccuracy). The Times article was
slightly pro-TCF with quotes from Thor
Halvorssen, executive director of the Foundation for Individual Rights in Education,
the Civil Rights group that lobbied Tufts to
change its recently released harassment
policy. He implied that Tufts holds a double
standard for Christian groups and also stated,
“With this ruling, the Tufts student body
has sent a message that it wants nothing to
do with evangelical Christians.” The Herald had less of a pro-TCF slant, including
sympathetic quotes from Catalano. The TCF
issue also made National Review’s website
in the Outrage Du Jour section on April 19th.
Now, if we truly want national media
exposure (and we do), we have to take it a
step further. To these ends, the SOURCE has
developed a proposal. Everything has been
much too calm in Medford. We need to add
fuel to the fire. In addition to Bill Cosby at
Commencement, we should invite Jerry
Falwell. We can have a “Jell-O and Jesus
Graduation.” He can mobilize the forces of
the Christian Right, and they will hold a
mass protest, Seattle style, on the president’s
lawn.
In response to this protest, the TTLGBC
and Coalition for Social Justice and Nonviolence will counter-protest. We’ll call in
the National Guard and the Somerville P.D.
to keep order. When tensions between the
protesters reach their peak, security can
launch tear gas into the crowd, exacerbating
the situation. A pitched battle will erupt on
the president’s lawn. Some valiant TCU
Senators may be wounded in the rumpus,
but they will retreat to Health Services down
the street, where they will be provided with
emergency contraception. In the end, the
Coalition for Social Justice and Nonviolence will emerge victorious due to their
previous experience in Washington D.C.
It will be a graduation to remember.
Seniors will choose up sides, and some will
go to Davis Square and break the windows
at Starbucks. (Vandalism—it’s not just for
townies anymore.) The National Guard will
rescue President DiBiaggio, but only after
being accidentally pepper-sprayed. The
Medford Police will flee en masse to Dunkin’
Donuts.
Seniors, do not fret. This is the best
thing that could ever happen to you. Tufts
will have national name recognition, we
will skyrocket in U.S. News (25? 24?), and
your diploma will be worth twice as much.
❑
And printed on two-ply.
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Three affirmative action proponents in a row.
And they call this open dialogue?

"Diversity"
Is Only Skin Deep
by Sam Dangremond

R

ead the literature and you’ll agree:
Tufts prides itself on its strong commitment to “diversity.” Yet this commitment is only skin deep. If Tufts is truly an
institution of “higher” learning then its
primary role must be to educate its students by instructing them and exposing
them to new ideas, both in the classroom
and in the greater community. One of the
primary ways in which Tufts purports to
educate its students on the community
level is through the use of campus speakers. Many distinguished individuals have
come to our little college on the Hill to
address the student body on a variety of
issues. One issue in particular has been
prominent among the speakers invited
here: race and racial discrimination. These
speakers are supposed to expose students
to new ideas and create campus dialogues. However, the majority of speakers on race here at Tufts have done
neither.
To educate students, Tufts must
do more than simply indoctrinate them.
For indoctrination is what the administration of Tufts has done by presenting a one-sided and biased debate on the
issue of race. The role of race and the
existence of racial discrimination is perhaps one of the most hotly debated issues
of our time, yet Tufts students have been
exposed to only one side of this complex
topic. All of the speakers who addressed
the issue of race this year, save one, were
liberals who did little more than praise
affirmative action and encourage minorities to be victims.
Let us examine the list of speakers
on race this past year to see how well our
student body was educated. First came
UMass-Boston professor Andrew
Leong, who spoke to students at

the Start House. He was invited as a precursor to the President’s Lecture Series on
Race in the United States, the culprit behind the parade of liberal affirmative action supporters. Leong tried to persuade
Asian students to support affirmative action, despite the contradiction this presents for them. Asian students do not benefit from affirmative action because they
are not an “underrepresented” minority on
college campuses. For Asians to support
affirmative action would be asking
them to sacrifice their college opportunities and futures upon an
alter of diversity whose benefits they do not reap. Professor Leong also tried to dis-

Mr. Dangremond is a freshman majoring
in Chemical Engineering.
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pel what he called the “model minority
myth,” the notion that Asians are smarter
and harder working than other minorities.
By seeking to dispel such a “myth,” Leong
only discourages students from these admirable qualities.
The next speaker to inundate Tufts
with love for affirmative action was
Harvard professor Christopher Edley.
Edley was the first official speaker in the
President’s Lecture Series. The series
kicked off with much fanfare and promises
of future speakers. Edley’s speech, entitled “Affirmative Action: The Battle Over
American Values and Dreams,” highlighted the inferior economic and educational conditions of blacks. He described
at great length statistics such as the racial
gaps in income and standardized tests
scores. He then went on to describe affirmative action, without making any direct
or logical connection between the two.
Edley called discrimination in our society
“all too real…even though it
may be too subtle to detect.”
By attributing the problems
of blacks to subtle racism,
Edley only fosters animosity in race relations.
Rather than ask all races
to work in harmony to
achieve prosperity, he encourages students to suspect subtle racism from the
very people they should
seek unity with.
The lone beacon of light
on our hill came with
Dinesh D’Souza. Sponsored by the Tufts Republicans, D’Souza’s
speech questioned
the fundamental
tenets of affirmative action.
He opposes affirmative action because
he questions
the assumption that

racism is the cause of minorities’ problems. Rather, he attributes the conditions
of various minorities to their different
cultures, and the emphasis placed on education and the role of the family unit. His
unpopular views were attacked by several
students, who shouted at him once he
opened the forum for questions. However,
he was at least given the courtesy of being
allowed to fully present his speech before
being shouted at, a courtesy not extended
him when he first came to our campus
eight years ago.
The latest liberal to visit Tufts was
UC-Santa Cruz professor Angela Davis. A
political activist as well as a former Black
Panther, Davis gave a lecture entitled “The
Prison Industrial Complex.” Her speech
focused on the connection between economics and imprisonment, claiming that
both are racist political structures. She
began by decrying the corporate identity,
questioning the notion that “you have to
be just as productive as if you were all the
same.” Apparently, the idea that members of all races should be equally productive in the business world is racist. She
then went on to criticize educational institutions, saying there are “striking similarities between universities and prisons,”
despite the fact that she was arguing that
too many minorities are in prison while
affirmative action is needed to get more
minorities in universities. Her essential
argument was that prisons are racist and
sexist social institutions, and that “prison
is no solution to poverty, to the lack of
health care, to the lack of education.”
This may be true, however, prison happens to be a fine solution to crime.
As Tufts looks to the future of this
debate, the EPIIC program for next year
is focusing on “Race and Ethnicity.” The
EPIIC program is one of Tufts’ most
widely acknowledged and respected.
This program presents an excellent opportunity to have a full and open discussion on the issue of race. Yet only by
presenting differing opinions on the
matter will a true dialogue emerge. EPIIC
should invite speakers who disagree with
pervading doctrines on race, in order to
fully educate Tufts students and let them
decide their opinions for themselves. If
Tufts is truly committed to “diversity,”
then it should value a diversity of ideas
in its speakers, not merely homogenous
❑
liberal ideology.
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Larry Harris'
Phattest Joints
Featuring special guests
Craig Waldman on drums,
Moira Poe on second fiddle
and Jesse Levey playing
the sycophant. Steal it from
Tower Records TODAY!
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Freshman transfers leave the Hill in search of
an ivy-quality social life.

Where's The
Party?
by Megan Liotta

W

here are all the freshmen going? Apparently many of them hope it’s not back
to Tufts for their second year. After this summer, Tufts administrators concerned with an
uncharacteristically large number of students in the Class of 2003 may find themselves breathing a sigh of relief, while those
hoping to increase the amount of tuition
dollars flowing into the university may find
themselves in tears.
There seems to be a disproportionate
number of freshmen applying for transfer
out of Tufts. Yet, since applying for transfer to other universities is private, Tufts
has no actual numbers on the percentage
of students who apply for transfer each
year. The best indication of transfer figures is the retention rate, the number of
first-year students who end up graduating, which was somewhere “around 90%,”
according to Dean of Students Bruce
Reitman. Possibly, the transfer rate of this
freshman class will produce a more memorable statistic in May 2003.
By simply taking a walk around Tilton
Hall, Tufts’ all-freshman dormitory, one can
find on the second floor alone at least five
students who have applied to other universities and colleges for enrollment in the fall of
2000. Many more have considered transferring but didn’t apply. There are, of course,
more to be found in other dormitories. Not
surprisingly, common choices for freshman
transfers include Yale, Harvard, Cornell,
Dartmouth, Brown, and Columbia. Perhaps
shocking to some is that most students cited
the poor social atmosphere at Tufts as their
reason for transfer. In fact, none expressed
disappointment with Tufts’ academics or with
their professors, most departments were “fine,”
even “great.” Apparently, first-year students
believe that they will find social life in the Ivy
League more electrifying than Tufts.
Miss Liotta is a freshman who has not yet
declared a major.

So what is it about Tufts' social scene that
turns students off? Some say that it is the
student body itself. Several prospective transfer students called their classmates “cold,”
“unfriendly,” and “phony.” More than one
individual referred to the student body as
being “uninspired.” This word hits harder
than most, as it implies that there are many
students at Tufts who are unconcerned with
people and events outside their own selfinterest. It suggests that people are taking for
granted the opportunities Tufts offers to make
students well-rounded by educating them in
and beyond the classroom.
Many students considering transferring
expressed disappointment with their peers,
whose interests in academics and social life
are either nonexistent or hyper-active. Those
who are apathetic fail to take advantage of the
lectures, clubs, and sports. It is no wonder that
so many people feel obligated to leave campus to find lively parties and well-attended
lectures at other schools. As for those who are
overly active in various extracurricular diversions, apparently these students do not exude
a genuine passion for those political issues for
which they fight, teams for which they play,
and the university that they represent. Rather,
they participate in these activities for their
own benefit—even just to place an organization on a résumé.
Why is Tufts attracting disinterested students and developing self-serving citizens?
Why isn’t the Tufts community unified? It all
starts with the first semester of freshman year,
the time when forging relationships with one’s
peers is crucial to having a successful and
fulfilling college experience.
Looking at freshman orientation (apart
from special programs such as F.O.C.U.S. and
T.W.O.), one can’t help but be surprised at how
Tufts fails to create activities that compel
students to get to know each other.
The peer-advising group allows for acquaintance only on a very small and particular
scale. Because some students do not get the
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advising group they choose, more often than
not the students in the same group do not share
the interests that were supposed to bring them
together. In some cases, peer advisors have no
enthusiasm for—or even knowledge about—
the supposedly common interest. For instance,
one student mentioned that her advisors knew
nothing of the language and culture that her
group members had chosen to study. Outside
of activity with the peer advisors, freshmen are
forced to attend mandatory seminars on date
rape and diversity, which, if anything, prevent
students from interacting because they are
sitting in a dark lecture hall.
Even the concept of building camaraderie by housing members of the freshman
class together has failed this year. To borrow
a line from Willy Wonka, “a little nonsense
now and then is relished by the wisest men.”
In the past, Tilton Hall gained a reputation
for being "party central" for first-year students—certainly an acceptable atmosphere
for people attempting to bond with each
other in what is, for most, their first time
living away from home. Unfortunately, this
year's Tilton Hall residents say that the dorm
has become one of the most ordinary and
mundane on campus.
The now infamous "DEF Jam" party at
Latin Way this past April was the first exposure for some freshmen to actual social interaction on a grand scale. But alas, it could not
last. When there was finally a campus event
that drew large numbers of students together
to make merry, it was spoiled when someone
pulled a fire alarm, and overzealous campus
cops decided to shut down the party a little
too early. President DiBiaggio expressed
great disappointment in the behavior of the
students that evening. Most students seemed
disappointed only at the behavior of those
that ended the fun.
There is no need for Tufts to lower its
scholastic standards and become a school
known exclusively for great parties. Yet,
there is also no need for Tufts’ students to
feel obligated to go to other schools for a
social life, either permanently or just for one
night. If the administrators and admissions
officers want to attract and retain a student
body, perhaps they ought to start looking
for and accepting students that are not only
academically adept, but who also have a
life. All this time Tufts thought it was unable
to join the Ivy League because its caliber of
student intellect wasn’t up to snuff, when in
fact, it is only their lack of social atmosphere
❑
that has been holding them back.

For an instant protest, who better than ignorant,
naïve college students?

Revolutionaries
for Hire
by Ezra Klughaupt

E

ventually, all things must come to an end.
And falling under this maxim were the
International Monetary Fund (IMF)/World
Bank protests in Washington DC. Most of the
protesters who were arrested were soon released, the streets cleared of their lingering
presence, and the stench of the Potomac refilled the air, no longer overpowered by the
odor of unwashed protesters. Newfound friends
bid each other farewell, swore their allegiance
to ‘the struggle,’ and cursed corporate America.
All the amenities of a classic ‘60s style protest
were there, except for one thing: A unifying
cause.
The Washington protest was proof, once
again, that activism in America is not like it
was in the ‘60s, when the civil rights movement and the Vietnam War provided protesthungry college students with issues they cared
about. Back then, whether correct or not, liberal protesters deeply cared about the issues
they supported. Currently, universities are
packed with aspiring revolutionaries who
dream of forcing societal change. They eagerly jump into busses without checking the
destination, and fight for causes without knowing the details. After brief pep talks where facts
are not welcome, the herd moves on to rally
against The School of the Americas, Macy’s,
Fidelity Investments, or whatever the cause du
jour happens to be. On April 16, the place was
Washington DC. The seniors provided the
beer—but parents, as always, footed the travel
bill. Never mind that no one was really sure
what he was fighting for.
Some claimed that they were fighting
against big business or for the environment.
Others fought for decrementation of the divide between the rich and the poor, the developed and underdeveloped nations. Many
complained that globalization victimizes labor, the poor, and the third world. And so they
arrived in Washington, most hailing from the
Mr. Klughaupt is a freshman who has not
yet declared a major.

bottom of the top—that is the Womyn’s
Studies, Studies, or whatever faddish major is
popular at their top-tier school. The students
at Tufts are no exception. Approximately
40 Tufts students made the pilgrimage to
Washington.
The first day was pure excitement—
blocking traffic and screaming at police, which
is always fun. Some lucky protesters, including at least one Tufts student, got to bring
home arrest warrants as souvenirs. Others got
scars that they could show their friends. However, not too many people cared enough to
stay around for the second day. Rain and
hangovers kept approximately 9,000 of the
estimated 10,000 protesters in bed. Whatever
cause they were fighting for was apparently
not important enough to get those “revolutionaries” out in the rain. This kind of apathy
among ‘revolutionaries’ is so common because protesters often just dip into the issue
rather than fight for causes close to their hearts.
Bored students who seek something to rally
behind flock towards popular opinions, however irrational. Facts are ignored as emotional
speakers argue moot points without the use of
facts, and complain about problems without
suggesting rational solutions. The IMF/World
Bank protesters were no exception.
Whether the protesters were in Washington
on behalf of the poor, the environment, labor, the
third world, or all of the above, they all shared a
common fear of globalization and a disdain for
capitalism. However, most protesters were so
idealistic that they refused to suggest any reasonable solutions for their woes. Socialism in one
form or another was a prevalent theme in most
arguments; however, socialism’s historical failings were ignored. Perhaps a socialist could have
reasonably argued his or her point 50 years ago;
however, historical events have powerfully suggested that socialism cannot work. Anyone arguing that power plants and car companies run
better when controlled by the state is going to run
into a lot of trouble when history is taken into
consideration.

Others argued against the ill effects of
globalization. They suggest that developing countries are exploited by western businesses that put the bottom line above human rights. It is certainly true that in some
cases western businesses do exploit people;
however, the effects are often exaggerated.
For example, Nike’s factories in the Far
East are often criticized for paying wages
that are sub-par by American standards.
However, by local standards, Nike’s wages
are far better than anything else around.
They put food on the table of previously
starving workers who are thankful for their
new opportunities. They also lead to a
globally stronger economy, and eventually, other industries crop up in the developing nation. After all, advanced industries such as electronics and automobiles
that are currently growing in countries such
as South Korea, China, and Mexico were
only possible after other industries such as
textiles opened the playing field and provided workers with training. Globalization may allow Indonesia or Bangladesh to
become the next Taiwan or South Korea.
Finally, there were the environmental
protesters. These protesters fail to understand that the globalization pushed by the
IMF and World Bank is exactly what is
needed in order to save the environment.
Globalization allows technologies to be
passed over borders that could optimize
industry and lower the pollution that
plagues developing nations. For example,
technology available on the world market
could clean up China’s enormous coal industry. Without free trade, these technologies would probably never make it into
China’s power plants.
College campuses have been taken
over by the same liberal crusaders for hire
that plagued the IMF/World Bank meetings in Washington. When they are not out
of town protesting something they do not
understand, they lobby for pseudo-academic majors, discriminatory affirmative
action policies, and any other liberal cause
that is popular. They trivialize historical
battles such as the civil rights and feminist
movements by comparing themselves to
the revolutionaries of yesteryear, and often
lobby for politically correct policies that
violate the Constitution. Though activism
surely has its place, ignorant protesters
that do not understand what they are fighting for place their personal gratification in
❑
the way of international progress.
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Application rates may be rising,
but Tufts' outreach efforts fall short.

Jumbo
Opportunities
by Stephen Tempesta

L

ast week, a Daily cover featured a photo
of a prospective student and his mother.
The caption indicated that this student was
choosing between Tufts, Case Western, and
the University of Illinois. Shouldn’t Tufts
be the immediate first choice of this student? What kept him from arriving on campus, promptly plunking down his deposit,
and heading home clad in a Jumbo t-shirt?
A large part of the answer lies in Tufts’
public image. For many prospective students (pre-frosh), the U.S. News and World
Report’s ranking of Colleges and Universities is paramount. In US News, Tufts received a 3.6 out of a possible 5 for academic
reputation—the same score as the “academic
powerhouses” of University of MarylandCollege Park, Rochester Polytechnic Institute, and University of Colorado-Boulder.
To compensate for the less than desirable
ranking, the administration should be making a special effort to hawk the school’s
many attributes to pre-frosh.
For most students, receiption of college acceptances is followed by showers of
letters, pamphlets, and glossy viewbooks.
By sending these materials, universities
reach out to prospective students, showing
them what their school has to offer. Tufts’
acceptance letters often find themselves
lonely in pre-frosh mailboxes. News about
April Open House is encouraging, but Tufts’
one-day programming cannot compare to
the month of activities planned at Washington University in St. Louis. Students never
receive a friendly e-mail from a current
student or information about athletics, the
pre-Med program, or any of the other remarkable Jumbo opportunities. This leaves
pre-frosh thinking, “why choose Tufts?”
When I told my relatives and friends
that I was coming to Tufts, I was shocked at
how often I was asked its location, or “Isn’t
Mr. Tempesta is a freshman who has not
yet declared a major.

know that nearly 40% of Tufts students study
abroad? The public remains largely unaware
of Tufts’ attributes. When presidential candidate Bill Bradley visited our campus, little if
any press attention was given to his presence.
Tufts deserves the best students and
pre-frosh deserve more attention. The Tufts
undergraduate application process is a rigorous one. In addition to maintaining high
grades and levels of involvement in high
school, applicants labor over the preparation of résumés and several short answer and
essay questions. Most applicants have a
personal interview that lasts anywhere from
thirty minutes to two hours. This would
suggest that Tufts, like any other highly
esteemed institution, places a high value on
the personal interests of its students. Unfortunately, this attitude takes a 180-degree
turn once the acceptance letters arrive in
mailboxes. Accepted students lose their
individuality and become numbers. A student who indicates a clear interest in International Relations should receive a letter
from the department. Pre-frosh who show a
commitment to volunteerism should receive
a friendly welcome from LCS. Not only does
this make the student feel good, it’s also in
the best interest of the departments and
organizations. Don’t they want to entice
students to get involved?
If we want to attract top students to
Medford, the administration must focus its
efforts on pre-frosh. For relatively little
money, Bendetson could reach out to Tuftsaccepted students with snail mail, e-mail,
and enthusiasm. For students weighing Tufts
against other top-tier schools, what’s to turn
❑
a “spec” into a Jumbo?

that the small liberal arts college in Maine?”
The few who knew of Tufts’ location outside Boston had a hard time coming up with
any complements on my admission. I suppose it isn’t so terrible to be known as the
“Ivy-League dumping ground”—with our
ranking dropping precipitously, why
wouldn’t we be eager to scoop up Ivy leftovers? The administration keeps telling us
how many valedictorians and students who
received perfect S.A.T. scores were rejected.
Instead, administrative focus should be on
attracting accepted valedictorians and recipients of 1600s. Tufts should make a stronger effort to get these students into the
classroom. The administration needs to stop
patting itself on the back ever year they get
more applicants. More isn’t better, it’s just
more. Rising application rates only indicate
that Tufts’ lower standards have led these
students to believe that their 1200s and Baverages are enough to merit a shot at
Jumbodom.
President DiBiaggio has done more for
this university than any other Gifford resident. Besides greatly increasing our endowment, DiBiaggio and his office have brought
Tufts’ name to the world press.
He has also actively worked with
Jumbos to improve student life.
He must continue to earn public
acclaim for Tufts, making the
school visible to alumni and to
prospective students. When students petitioning for co-ed housing brought their case to the Boston Globe, Walnut Hill resonated
cries of “bad-press” for our school.
Not only was it bad press, it was
the only press Tufts has had in
ages; how about some Jumbo
advertising? Do prospective students know that Tufts has a beautiful library—that Tufts has the
best International Relations
Concerted recruitment efforts would turn
school in the country? Do they
these campus tourists into eager Jumbos.
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Every day, this Dean of
Students must walk the
grueling Memorial Steps to
find fresh drinking water for
his fellow administrators.
Huddled in his office inside
Ballou Hall, he must burn
office furniture for warmth
in the winter, and suffer
through sweltering Medford
summers.
His only source of nutrition
is the vending machine in
the basement, which is often
out of pork rinds. He must
compete with the voracious
registrar for access to these
meager rations.
You can help.

Sponsor a
Dean of Students.
For less than the cost of a cup of coffee, you can provide much-needed staple food,
access to education, and health care to a recently promoted Dean of Students. Become a sponsor
now, and you will receive a photo of your adopted Dean, as well as a personal story about your
Dean and his family. You will receive periodic updates on your Dean, and you will be able to
watch him blossom as a result of your generosity. Each time you write to your Dean,

you will be reminded of the better life your donations have provided.
Act now! Send your tax deductible donation of $172.00 to the Office of Student Activities. If you become a sponsor
today, you will recieve absolutely free of charge a hardcover copy of the Tufts University Pachyderm, as well as
your very own copy of the Tufts Alcohol Policy. Don't delay! Operators are standing by.
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