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n a sea of liberal indoctrination and
intellectual uniformity, THE PRIMARY
SOURCE each year shines as the beacon of
reason on the Tufts campus. This year
was no different. Despite ridicule and
scorn from closed-minded students and
faculty, THE SOURCE prevailed as the lone
dissenter on the Hill— the only voice
with the courage to go against the grain.
Such valor earns no popularity or brownie
points from professors, but the journal’s
dedicated staff is not interested in such
benefits— it is concerned with bringing
the light of truth to Tufts.
For fifteen years, THE SOURCE has
crusaded against the forces of ideological intolerance and administrative abuse.
Volume I, Number 1, when the publication appeared in tabloid format, featured
two front-page articles on issues that
would become SOURCE missions: the
TuftsPIRG scam and institutionalized
discrimination against ROTC undergraduates. In the case of
the former, public pressure spurred by constant
SOURCE criticism compelled Tufts to end its
coercive policy of billing undergraduates to
fund off-campus leftist
activism. THE S OURCE
similarly influenced the
University to continue accepting ROTC
scholarships despite the Defense
Department’s policy on gays in the military. But there remains work to be done
on the ROTC front. Cadets still must drill
at MIT, and campus groups continually
berate these dedicated students; many
administrators even insist that Tufts
should not observe Veterans’ Day.
The most important campus debate
in which THE SOURCE played an influential role was that concerning speech
codes. The infamous policy promised
disciplinary action for exercising First
Amendment rights, stressing the importance of “inclusion and diversity” over
“an absolute interpretation of the doc-

trine of free speech.” While the architects
of that draconian regulation remain Tufts
administrators, THE SOURCE succeeded in
dismantling their brainchild with a barrage of articles and the formation of the
Free Speech Movement. SOURCErs blasted
Associate Dean Bruce Reitman for statements such as, “It’s unconstitutional to
say ‘Fags Should Die.’ It’s not unconstitutional to post a sign that says ‘Gays
Spread AIDS.’ The Constitution protects
that. I don’t know if I want to see Tufts
protect that.”
More recently, THE SOURCE has battled
against the racism inherent in the
administration’s diversity-above-all mentality manifest in such insidious institutions as culture houses and separate minority Orientation programs. The publication has fought valiantly against the
presence of the World Civilizations requirement, especially in the absence of
one for Western Civilization. Though this
battle is not yet over, THE
SOURCE proved instrumental in saving the Religion
Department from the
dean’s ax.
I have greatly enjoyed
the small part I played in
this journal’s crusade. I
would like to thank the
SOURCE staff for never relenting and always displaying remarkable
devotion to the publication. Most of all, I
owe gratitude to my predecessor, Colin
Delaney. Colin’s loyalty to this journal is
extraordinary. Never satisfied with anything less than excellence, he instilled in
me the values of perseverance, discipline,
and patience. THE SOURCE will sorely miss
Colin, and on behalf of the staff, I wish
him the best of luck at law school. Retiring as Editor-in-Chief, I confidently pass
the proverbial torch onto my managing
editor and good friend, Keith Levenberg.
I have the utmost faith that Keith will
achieve even greater success and continue the great PRIMARY SOURCE tradition.
—JS
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Letters to the Editor
Saluting 15 Years
To the Editor:
As a co-founder and the first editor of THE PRIMARY SOURCE, it
gives me great pleasure to congratulate you on this fifteen-year
anniversary issue. It is gratifying to know that free speech and
critical thinking are still alive and well at Tufts University.
We started THE PRIMARY SOURCE fifteen years ago to have a
voice. In the classroom, there was little or no discussion of “conservative” viewpoints regarding national security, foreign affairs,
economic and trade policy, or campus politics. Submissions of
opinion articles to The Observer or Daily were rejected or, worse
yet, published with derogatory cartoons. THE PRIMARY SOURCE was
created out of the belief that Tufts University, an institution we
loved and admired, was suffocating under the left’s ideological
monopoly.
The viewpoints of the staff in 1982 were diverse. Our core
beliefs were that the Reagan military buildup would thwart Soviet
expansion; that democratic institutions should be fostered around
the world; that ethnic diversity should be achieved by creating
economic and educational opportunities, not by quotas; that free
trade would foster worldwide growth; and that lower taxes and
smaller government would fuel a healthy economy. I’m happy to
say that time has largely proven us correct.
In 1982, our views were equally outspoken about campus
issues. We fought against mandated student funding of TuftsPIRG,
a liberal lobbying group. We fought against professors who taught
revisionist history as though it were the only history ever written.
We fought against liberal student groups that tried to stifle free
speech by prohibiting ROTC, the CIA, or corporations from recruiting on campus. We fought the arrogance and autocracy of a
liberal majority that did not want to be challenged with questions,
alternative views, or debate.
Creating THE PRIMARY SOURCE was one of the most rewarding
experiences of my life, and I am indebted to Tufts for the opportunities it provided. THE PRIMARY SOURCE also taught me the skills to
become a journalist in Washington for seven years and now the
head of corporate communications for a telecommunications company. Tufts and THE PRIMARY SOURCE profoundly changed my life
and set me on a great career path.
When I was a senior, I remember Professor Marty Sherwin
predicting that I would be a liberal in ten to fifteen years. While he
was not quite correct, I have become alienated from a Republican
Party that is beholden to an intolerant religious right (which has
many of the same deplorable characteristics as did the left in the
1980s). As a reporter, I saw and covered the abuses of the “military
industrial complex” and big business. Nonetheless, I am still proud
to be a conservative in the tradition of Mayor Giuliani in New York
or Governor Weld in Massachusetts.
Congratulations again to my compatriots at THE SOURCE. Keep
up the good fight.
—Daniel J. Marcus, A’85, Co-Founder, Editor 1982-84
To the Editor:
Congratulations to THE PRIMARY SOURCE on its fifteenth anniversary. Just think, when THE PRIMARY SOURCE was founded in 1982
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the world was still in the grips of a cold war which pitted the forces
of democratic capitalism against the evil designs of totalitarian
communism. America prevailed in the Cold War thanks in large
measure to the determined conservatism of Ronald Reagan, a man
with whom THE PRIMARY SOURCE shares a deep philosophical
affinity. I am not implying that THE PRIMARY SOURCE should take
credit for our nation’s victory in the Cold War, but certainly our
journal’s modest efforts did not hurt.
It may not have won the Cold War, but THE PRIMARY SOURCE
can take credit for being among the four oldest conservative student
journals in the nation. As such, THE PRIMARY SOURCE has had ample
opportunity to excel and to stumble. There have been more than a
few unartful articles and ill-advised opinions appearing in the
pages of this journal, but these mistakes have been far outweighed
by this magazine’s proud moments. Among the proudest of these
moments occurred during my tenure as editor, when THE PRIMARY
SOURCE led a broad coalition of students in opposition to the
administration’s ill-conceived free-speech policy. THE PRIMARY
SOURCE won that battle and today’s Tufts students are beneficiaries
of that victory.
I can attest from my two and a half years as co-editor, and later
editor, of this journal, that it is not easy being a conservative activist
on an American college campus. In the world of the academy, being
a conservative is deeply counter-cultural. In that respect, today’s
conservative student activists are the successors of the radical
student movements of the 1960s. How ironic that a Tufts faculty
and administration drawn largely from that radical generation is so
critical of student conservatives. The Tufts faculty and administration should remember that today’s campus conservatives are merely
a reflection of their former selves. Just as they rebelled against the
Vietnam War and America’s political and academic power structure, THE PRIMARY SOURCE rebels against the terminal relativism and
victimology those radicals have brought into the modern academy.
Thus, the academy has only itself to blame for the rise of campus
conservatives.
But this is not a time for blame. Rather, let us indulge in some
well deserved praise. So once again, congratulations to THE PRIMARY SOURCE on fifteen great years. I look forward to the thirtieth
anniversary with great anticipation.
—Andrew P. Zappia, A’91, Editor 1988-1990
To the Editor,
PAX ET LUX! Peace and Light!
There is no peace on the Tufts campus amidst the suffocating
effluvia of moral relativism and moral nihilism. But a bright light
does shine; it is the beacon of reason by which THE PRIMARY SOURCE
sheds light on the truth which Tufts students need to protect them
from the insanity of the baby-boomers and flower children who
dominate Tufts’s faculty and administration. Education at Tufts
University would be difficult, if not impossible, without the sobering influence of intelligence demonstrated by a singular mature
campus voice. One particular tragedy added to the tragedies of
moral nihilism and relativism is that, among many campus authorities, fear of the truth has rendered THE PRIMARY SOURCE a pariah
which should very well be silenced. Without THE PRIMARY SOURCE
on the Tufts campus there is no freedom of speech to enunciate the
truth.

A steady stream of abortion advocates, radical feminists, gay
and lesbian activists, judicial inventors, in personages such as
Gloria Steinem, Patricia Ireland, Joycelyn Elders, and Harry
Blackmun appears as honored speakers; THE PRIMARY SOURCE
reveals the truth of their philosophies and discredits them as
necessary.
The administration and deans vacillate on the establishment of
a meaningful department of religious studies; THE SOURCE enlightens the campus.
Representatives of campus journals are prevented from occupying dormitory rooms during freshman orientation (for fear that
the truth will come out about such things as lesbian speakers who
encourage same-sex liaisons); THE SOURCE derides the occasion.
The faculty votes to eliminate the Veterans’ Day holiday, and
a faculty member describes ROTC members as “professional
killers”; THE SOURCE reports the hypocrisy of it all.
The president of the University participates in a “National
Coming Out Day” celebration; THE SOURCE questions the sanity of
the president.
An alumnus conducts a serious correspondence with the university provost on the stream of unworthy commencement honorees; THE PRIMARY SOURCE reveals the arguments by publishing the
dialogue.
The Mayer Campus Center is the focal point for the annual
“National Condom Week” celebration; THE SOURCE puts the celebration in the appropriate immoral context.
Tufts administrators officially espouse a mission of “diversity” and “multiculturalism”; THE SOURCE accurately exposes the
nonsense of these concepts.
Tufts establishes a “Task Force on Lesbian, Gay, and Bisexual
Studies”; its precepts are instituted in traditional, once honorable,
academic disciplines; THE SOURCE, with its usual integrity, dissects
the whole idea showing its impact on young minds.
For these reasons, and for many others, I consider THE PRIMARY
SOURCE an absolute essential to stop the final descent of Tufts and
its students into moral and academic oblivion. National institutions, such as The National Alumni Forum, because of widespread
academic nonsense, have been formed to assure the survival of
campus organs of truth and reason. I would heartily join them in any
and all efforts to assure the continued existence of THE PRIMARY
SOURCE. Tufts needs THE PRIMARY SOURCE; students, parents, and
alumni need it. No other publication is providing its direly needed
service.
I am one alumnus who salutes THE PRIMARY SOURCE for its 15
years of dedication to Tufts.
—Joseph V. Belle, E’43

Bailey Responds
To the Editor:
For the record, my first name is spelled with a “ph” rather than
a “v,”and the title of the course that you criticize so fulsomely
[“Source Guide to Professors”— Warnings: Steven Bailey, Anthropology (April 3, 1997)] is named “Physical Anthropology,”
rather than “Introduction to Physical Anthropology.”
—Professor Stephen Bailey

Re: Fortnight, Professors
To the Editor:
I enjoy reading THE PRIMARY SOURCE and believe that it serves
a valuable function on this campus. However, in numerous instances, THE SOURCE needs to take a step from being purely and
baselessly insulting to actually being constructive. Case in point, in
the Fortnight in Review section, you state that young Africans are
“intimately familiar with the horrors of famine, genital mutilation,
and genocide.” Surely you don’t consider sensationalist CNN
reports on Rwanda, Burundi, and a couple of tribes in Kenya and
Sudan to be representative of a continent of more than 400 million
people? If you are just ignorant about Africa, then it does you no
service to display your deficiency. Having grown up in Africa all
my life, I can tell you that Africans (I’m speaking about the majority
and not the few embroiled in civil war) are some of the most
contented people in the world despite not having tremendous
material wealth. It may be difficult to conceive in this materialistic
society, but have you ever wondered why there is almost no black
African immigration to the United States unlike Asian immigration?
As mentioned previously, I do admire the important function
you serve on this campus. It would be better accomplished if you
cut out the drivel that only helps to alienate readers.
Your “Guide to Professors” was excellent. You did omit
mention of Professor Sugata Bose in the History Department.
Indian politics has been plagued by radical leftism since independence to the heavy cost of a poor nation. Sugata Bose’s sole purpose
on this campus, which he accomplishes quite well, is to indocrinate
students against the growing conservative influence in Indian
politics. He does this through his course on Indian history and
through bringing popular leftist historians to the Tufts campus to
further his aims of brainwashing Tufts students. Needless to say,
the conservative view is never allowed focus and Tufts students are
not allowed the liberty to form their views in an educated manner
after hearing both sides of any issue. I’ve been to lectures by Sugata
Bose where he has deliberately avoided allowing me to ask questions during the Q&A session, unless, of course he has no choice in
the matter. I wish you the best.
—Madhukar Murthi

Right on CDA
To the Editor:
At long last, a conservative who understands how unconstitutional the Communications Decency Act really was! Mr. Gupta’s
article was a refreshingly unbiased and well researched piece of
work. Since the Act was passed in 1995, Internet citizens have been
fighting for its repeal. While Senator Exon’s motives may have
been laudable, the law which sprung from his efforts serves only to
usurp the freedoms we hold so dear. Government may have a
prevailing interest in preventing minors from accessing obscene
material, as has been repeatedly affirmed by the Supreme Court,
but this law was an overly ambitious attempt to intrude into the
private lives of Netizens within this country, and around the world.

Please see “Letters,” continued on page 42.
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From the Elephant’s Mouth
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April 6 is “Big Brothers Fun Day at Tufts.” Actually, every day at
Tufts is Big Brother day, but THE ELEPHANT can’t remember the last
time it was any fun .... Molasses-paced construction comrades finally
finish The Little Big Dig on the College Avenue Bridge. Reports The
Daily, “State and federal funds have paid for the cost of construction
on the Medford-owned bridge.” Coincidence? ... Tufts Sex Talk holds
an Open House. The Elephant thought that was only legal in Nevada.

England Undergraduate Philosophy Conference on the
Hill features a paper presentation on “Welfare ‘Reform’ and Civil Disobedience:
Under what conditions will we be justified to
protest the law?” Professor Norman Daniels
includes the selection on his reading list ....
TLGBC blesses campus with its National Day
of Silence. Bet they can’t pull it off.

Daily Classifieds: “Two Tufts Professors seek child care for happy
and easy-going 3-year-old daughter, 15 hours per week.” Where’d
they find two Tufts professors that work fifteen hours a week? ...
Campus-wide postering blitz after the Blizzard of ’97 reads, “MAYA
ANGELOU LECTURE POSTPONED DUE TO SNOW.” Must be
another white conspiracy to keep the black man down .... Unexpected
voice of reason the Boston Globe notes on the recent EPIIC Citizens’
Panel on Telecommunications: “the panel leaned noticeably to the
left ...” and suggested picking a few conservatives next time. You
know you’re at Tufts when the Boston Globe gives you lessons in
balanced reporting.

Claims-he’s-not-a-commie Patrick Dai protests the inclusion of
Tiananmen Square dissident Ling Chai at EPIIC, who “after ... living
in the US ... defaming the Chinese government for so many years” is
ignorant of her homeland’s “great progress in democracy and human
rights.” Hey, Patrick: she would have stayed in China defaming the
government, but she would have been shot .... Gaypril events include
“an upbeat videotape about the unique historical and spiritual role of
lesbians and gays in the Native American community.” Bet they give
great scalp.

A poster on a snowman outside the Hispanic House reads,
”Somebody tell nature I’m not suppose [sic] to be here.” He’s suppose
to be in English 1 .... Lightning might only strike once, but folly
knows no such bounds. Our old friend TCU Senate SCIRT- man Jack
Schnirman squawked, “There is potential for a more diverse party
scene on campus ... We just need to play with the rules to get there.” In
related news, Aliguma Kabadaki demands racial quotas for the punch
bowl .... Brown & Brew ad promises, “Come on down and feel like
you’re in an episode of Friends!” Except with a lot more lousy service
and a lot less casual sex.
Holocaust doubter and Communist Noam Chomsky, who spent the
entire Cold War cozy in Cambridge, speaks at Tufts on “Democracy
in the US: A Critique.” Rumor has it will be held in Granoff .... New

Wendell Phillips finalists compete for the opportunity to speak at
graduation, giving five minute speeches on the following politically
loaded question: “In a community of diverse needs and priorities,
public service initiatives often compete for resources and community
involvement. What advice would you give an entering college student
concerning the arenas one should choose to serve?” That depends on
whether you want to win the scholarship or not ....
PREDICTIONS: Tufts Chicks down double-tall Phenobarbital lattes
after frequent Brown & Brew trips make them look more like Patti
Lee and less like Lisa Kudrow .... EPIIC doesn’t even try to find a
token conservative for next year .... The Hispanic House’s snowman
graduates summa cum laude.
The ELEPHANT never forgets.

Graduates, Parents, Alumni: Keep and Eye on Tufts While You're Off the Hill
The Primary Source

Get the finest (not to mention most forthright and telling)
account of affairs at Tufts and elsewhere delivered to your doorstep.
For a tax-deductible contribution of $30 or more you can receive a full
academic year’s subscription (13 issues), plus the forthcoming
15th Anniversary PRIMARY SOURCE, via first class delivery.
YES, I’ll gladly support Tufts’ Journal of Conservative
Thought!
Enclosed is my contribution in the amount of $

Name
Address

15 Anniversary
th
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Make checks payable to:
THE PRIMARY SOURCE
Mayer Campus Center
Tufts University
Medford, MA 02155

FOOL
G

ON THE

reg Geiman is not the first Dailyite to win the coveted Fool
on the Hill award. But he is certainly the most deserving.
Had his only achievement been his piles of lame lefty arguments regurgitated from bumper stickers, it would have been
enough to merit the honor. Had he done all this and not passed
off even more lefty commentary as “objective” news articles,
that too would have been enough. Had he won Cardinal
Commie status on both the Viewpoints page and the front page
and not moonlighted for The Zamboni with mature
pearls of wisdom like the suggestion that SOURCE
staffer Julie Rockett “get a gloved hand crammed
halfway up her rectum,” that too would have
been enough. But Geiman’s main claim to Fool
is his recurring wail that he’s not even a leftist.
Geiman has crawled so far into left field
that he smacks into the foul pole too many
times to keep score. Perusing through The
Daily’s archives reveals so many lefty gaffes
from Greg that even this special forty-eight
page issue does not leave THE SOURCE
enough space to review our favorites. But since Tufts’ own Katie
Couric fancies himself the next Edward
R. Murrow, let’s begin the moronic mystery tour with his first big reporting job.
Imagine that you are a budding journalist assigned to cover Senator Kerry’s
visit. Would you:
a) Listen attentively to his sp the
essence of his remarks, and making sure
to correct obvious deviations from the factual record and being careful to distinguish
highly controversial contentions from standard political fare?
b) Attend the speech carrying a “Kerry ’96” poster, write
a press release-esque article consisting of over one-third
direct Kerry quotations, and allow overt lies like “we did all
this [education grants and scholarships] within the context of
a fully balanced budget” and “The tax cut proposed by Dolemost of it goes to the very wealthy” to run without comment?
Even mediocre reporters would choose (a). But then, they
aren’t Greg Geiman.
Nevertheless, the majority of Geiman’s asinine guile occurs in his weekly column. “The Big Picture” reads like a big
mistake, although the academic term for his style, embraced by
most college newspaper writers before they learn how to write,
is “stream of consciousness.” Geiman’s stream of unconsciousness flows all the way down the Daily trough and floods the
Hill.
His make-believe dialogues among prominent GOP figures resemble an overgrown kindergartner playing with action
figures. His half-baked comparisons of Johnny “Two-Times”
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DiBiaggio to Willy Loman leave many readers scratching their
heads in befuddlement. And his nostalgic look back at his high
school bully left the entire campus pondering his GiffordHouse-sized ego.
But even his few faithful followers doze into dreamland on
the tedious Tuesdays when Greg adopts his “PS 11 term paper”
motifs. Though Tools on the Hill like Kent Portney may drop
their jaws in envy at the size of his methodology, Geiman can
still wax leftist and stupid even when his top priority is just
to wax boring.
Consider his statement that “the extremists
have lost this election for Dole” in light of Dole
being the most lefty GOPer on any Hill. Dole’s
right-wing gumption functions about as well as his
right hand. Or consider Geiman’s oddly un- PC
assertion that “this university encourages oncepowerful words such as ‘racist’ and ‘sexist’ to be
used at will ... [thus] watering down
the English language” in light of his
recurrent theme that the SOURCE endorses
Nazism. Or consider his analysis of Clinton in
light of plain sense- “Is he left? Is he right? It
depends on the day of the week .... First, he made
the gays happy. Then he upset them. After moving left, he shifted back to the right. And when
all is said and done, there he was, stuck in the
middle .... You’ve got to respect that.” Most
columnists might use words like these sarcastically. But Greg really thinks Clinton’s political philandering reinforces his argument that
Jumbos should flock to the mushy middle.
Geiman’s paramount idiocy is his deep analysis of the abortion issue that he must have scraped off
the bumper of one of the mir-mobiles outside the
Womyn’s Center: “If your faith leads you to believe that
abortion is wrong, then you can choose not to have one.”
Geiman’s reasoning is about solid as his readership:
1. Premise: If you think abortion is murder, just don’t have
one.
2. If you think abortion isn’t murder, you can have one.
3. Conclusion: If you think shooting six AK-47 rounds
into someone’s heart isn’t murder, go right ahead ...
Fine threads of moral relativism knit all Geiman’s work
together. He accepts leftism’s core premise that everybody
should make their own judgments about right and wrong—
that, therefore, “the US government should not legislate morality.” Perhaps Greg’s utopia is free from the constraints of
good and evil, where no one is safe from having six rounds of
AK-47 fire pulverize his heart, where Greg can stuff his gloved
hand up the rectums of as many right-handers as he wishes.
Perhaps this is why Greg came to Tufts in the first place.
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THE BEST OF FOOL ON THE HILL
Marc Sheinkin, 10/13/94

U

sually, selection of the highly coveted
Fool on the Hill prize is easy. This issue,
however, our judges were presented with a
difficult decision. For currently, there are
two fools gallivanting about Tufts, dominating campus dialogue with general silliness and PC drivel.
Ultimately, however, we resolved this
conflict through Kenobian analysis: “Who’s
the more foolish, the fool or the fool who
follows him?” Obi Wan’s question requires
no answer; those who take fools seriously
are the biggest dolts of the lot.
Thus this issue’s Fool on the Hill prize
goes to Marc Sheinkin, Editor-in-Chief of
the illustrious Tufts Daily. In the past few
weeks Marc has made every effort to appease the inane laments of a certain Charlene
Desir, campus malcontent.
Several weeks ago at a forum for TCU
senatorial candidates, Miss Desir asked one
would-be sycophant what he would do for
“us colored folk.” A Daily freshman reporter, trying to outdo Miss Desir in her

Samuel Kounaves, 4/27/95

T

ufts’s Dr. Jekyll, Samuel P. Kounaves,
has proven that the hard sciences are
home to as many fools as the humanities.
Over the past month, Sam I Am has
published the same anti-Religion
Department article in both The
Observer and The Daily. It is a
poor commentary on The Daily
that its Viewpoints page depends on recycled Observer
letters for its livelihood. Moreover,
it says little for
Kounaves that he
lacks the imagination to write two
pieces in three weeks.
Curiously, the Dr.
Kevorkian of Tufts’s faculty calls the Religion
Department’s
supporters
“a vocal minority.” Yet more than
800 students signed a petition in its favor.
The Senate overwhelmingly endorsed the

SM

liberalism, paraphrased her (without naming her directly) as having “questioned the
candidates’ commitment to African-American issues.” Foolish Daily neophyte—
never correct the Correct.
Miss Desir, outraged by this horrendous distortion, called the Daily
office with multiple complaints and
submitted a letter accusing
Tufts’s Izvestia of printing “a
pack of lies.” With the PC forces
nipping at his heels, Sheinkin
near wet his paints and printed a
correction. He invited Desir to a
closed-door meeting of the Daily
politburo. Apparently the meeting quickly dissolved into a shouting match with no resolution.
At a recent Media Advisory Board meeting, Miss Desir,
with the assistance of a militant sidekick, demanded both a public and
private apology from The Daily, and
insisted that it print her damning letter to the
editor. Charlene’s foolishness is obvious,
but Sheinkin’s behavior also enters the realm

of the absurd.
Confusing “colored folk” and “African-American” is hardly an egregious, let
alone racist, error (Henry Louis Gates is
guilty of the same sin). Sheinkin more
than made up for any wrongdoing by
printing his correction; he gave
Charlene undue attention and import
by granting her an audience with his
paper’s meeting of the minds.
Moreover, he has no real reason
to deny publishing Charlene’s
letter other than that it derides
The Daily. Does he believe his
paper’s image to be too fragile to
withstand the criticisms of one radical?
It is a poor reflection on Marc’s
journalistic credibility that he will
not stand up against preposterous
charges from rabble-rousing
wannabes. His kowtowing to special interests and lack of backbone
earned him this issue’s title. Sorry Charlene,
there’s no prize for second place.

Religion major last year. And, at this
semester’s faculty meeting on the subject,
the Kounaves-Bedau-Dennett trinity found
itself vastly outflanked.
Mad Scientist Kounaves is eager to
throw Religion to the lions, claiming that
it “does not add to any missing components of a liberal education at
Tufts.” Dr. Frankenstein complains that “our nationally and
internationally recognized departments,” including Anthropology, would suffer
were Tufts to
acknowledge
religion in its
canon. Indeed,
what a shame it
would be if Tufts
were to lose Professor
Stephen
Bailey or
courses such
as “Emotion
and Thought in Culture.” If Kounaves
cares so much about limiting Tufts’s curriculum to “relevant” disciplines, why has he

been so silent about the expansion of World
Civ, Womyn’s Studies, or the Peace & Justice Program? Why does Mr. CH4 care more
for the avant-garde than the founding pillars of civilization?
Kounaves’s claimed concern for Tufts’s
curriculum is a Trojan horse concealing his
real motivation: a militantly secularist hatred for religion and spirituality. Kounaves
condescendingly compares Judaism, Christianity, and Islam to UFOology and Parapsychology. He also equates finding faith in
the Almighty with “becoming indoctrinated.”
Maybe somewhere in his Erlenmeyer
flasks and graduated cylinders Dr. Kounaves
has discovered all the secrets of the world.
And maybe if he cared to share those secrets
with the four billion-plus people of faith
that populate the planet, his assaults on the
study of religion might have merit. But
Pontius should not be so quick to indict the
department without reason.
Dr. Kounaves arrives at his conclusions without first testing his hypothesis.
Talk about bad science.

10 THE PRIMARY SOURCE, APRIL 17, 1997

The Primary Source CLASSICS The Primary Source CLASSICS The Primary Source CLASSICS The Primary Source

Carol Wan, 2/29/96

F

oolishness and stupidity once again
dominate campus politics. The recent
barrage of public finger-pointing, chairgrabbing, and senatorial bumbling gave
SOURCE electors a host of viable candidates
for this edition’s Fool on the Hill. Carol
Wan, however, leapfrogged over the great
wall that separates buffoons from
rational minds. By wasting university money to create her own Golden
Light on the Hill, Chairman Carol
has not only insulted the intelligence
of the entire Tufts community, but also
cheapened a well-respected ancient culture. Sorry Carol, but your People’s
Republic of Medford is a lousy idea.
Cry-baby Carol threw a fit at a
recent Senate meeting, protesting a $600
reduction in the Chinese Culture Club’s budget. If the greatest sign of institutional bias
that the last empress can cite is the Senate’s
refusal to purchase Kee Kar Lau for her
comrades, then Wan’s proposed cultural revolution will be short-lived. Maybe Panda
Palace’s favorite customer should lay off the
scorpion bowls and realize that eating take-

Jaime Roth, 12/12/96

E

ver since Jaime Roth founded the Human-Animal Mutualism Society
(HAMS) early last year, her antics have
been a source of much befuddled amusement here at THE SOURCE. Her crowning as
Fool on the Hill was inevitable, and Miss
Roth’s latest gaffe truly takes the cake.
First, a recap for freshmen Jumbos that
were fortunate enough to miss the wild
adventures of the Mink Mistress. Radical
Roth’s leftist indoctrination began after attending a lecture in commie Cambridge last
year that convinced the susceptible sucker
and crony Claire Weigand to convert to
veganism. Jolted Jaime’s premiere protest
whine? A rat dissection in BIO 13.
The rest, as they say, is history. The
eager beaver’s next stunt was to spearhead
the campaign to banish veal from campus
dining halls which ultimately proved successful as the timid TUDS caved in, sparking a campus-wide epidemic of mad cow
disease. While HAMS’s original mission
was merely to “find a happy medium between what’s right for humans and animals,” the Veal Vixen’s TUDS grandstanding let the cat out of the bag. The agenda of

out American Chinese cuisine does not constitute cultural interaction.
Perhaps Carol “Fistful of” Wan’s narrow-minded Sino-centrism prevents her
from understanding that ordering in Chinese food is a distinctly Western experience. The taste might be Asian, and the food
might be cooked in a wok, but everyone
knows that Chop Suey was created in an
American kitchen. Even if Kee Kar Lau
did represent a deep cultural experience,
Tuftonians hardly need the Chinese
Culture Club to buy them take-out;
most students, after all, order plenty
of Chinese on their own.
Whining Wan would do well to
realize that culture can only be shared
through a common experience. By ordering in, that experience becomes meaningless because it fails to advance the
ideas and practices which contribute to the
preparation of Chinese dishes. An extra side
order of duck sauce cannot adequately articulate cultural values. Conniving Carol and
company could better serve the community
by promoting the timeless ideals of China’s
rich culture instead of issuing tired complaints and charges of oppression. Apparently, Red Carol is more interested in her

plans to Shanghai the Senate. The wailing
Wan is not the only individual who must deal
with a limited budget. TUTV, an organization which helps bring cable television to
dorm rooms, had its modest budget reduced
by approximately $1,000.
The fortune-cookie monger persistently
maintains that budget cuts are evidence of
institutional racism. Yet the University finances an Asian-American Center and has
hired Linell Yugawa to direct it. The ultimate villain here is an administration that
fosters hyper-sensitivity and an ever-expanding victim’s mentality by subsidizing
and endorsing “marginalized” racialist enclaves. Ironically, these groups just waste
everyone’s time by endlessly broadcasting
liberal American notions of oppressed status rather than offering anything of cultural
significance.
No doubt, if the First Lady of Start
House had consulted Confucius, the wise
philosopher would have told her to pay for
her own Chinese food. Unfortunately, the
Senate’s “hush money” offer to Tufts’s latest victim means that the Take-out Tyrant
will no longer be one Peking Ravioli short
of an ethnic celebration. It certainly is the
Year of the Rat.

the animal-rights fanatics is either-or: there
is no room for “mutualism” when you deal
with extremists.
Apparently realizing this, Radical Roth
changed HAMS’s name to Students for the
Ethical Treatment of Animals (SETA) early
this year and shed her moderate mask. She
ignited a controversy in The Daily’s pedantic pages after authoring a
“Viewpoint” opposing milk. And
now, just when the rest of the
campus was only beginning to
suspect that the Hokey
Hamburglar had fully plunged
off the deep end, Jaime gets
arrested for the attempted sabotage of a mink farm on the oneyear anniversary of the first
HAMS indoctrination session.
The animal-rights crowd is already milking this one for all it’s
worth. The terrorist Animal
Liberation Front has already tossed
the veil of victimhood on the Villainous
Veal Vamp, starting a legal defense fund for
Jaime and the rest of the usual suspects,
billing the “Mass. Four” as oppressed innocents. But a Jumbo would have to be as
blind as a bat not to see right through Roth’s

riotous raid. The fanatical felon’s agenda
clearly does not represent an actual concern
for the puzzled pets’ wellbeing; the domesticated mink probably died quickly after
Roth “freed” them.
The goal of ALF (or HAMS), as Jaime
so eloquently summed up for The Daily, is
“to inflict property damage that will cost
money” for the animal owners. (If we
at THE SOURCE were not so busy
chortling like laughing hyenas
over the whole affair, we would
feel a need to point out to the
llama-loving lefty that all property damage costs money.)
Ordinarily, we would assume that monkey business
like this would completely destroy the Pet Paramour’s
credibility. But at a “Top
20 Activist School” like
Tufts, one can never be too
sure. Before Jaime attempts to
kill two birds with one stone and use
her newfound publicity to make a soapbox
sob for animal compassion, we offer a word
of advice: we Jumbos have followed your
tracks, Jaime, and elephants never forget.
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Commentary
Livin’ on a Prayer
Most students greeted The Daily’s report that the student Residence Hall Association would be dissolved with surprise- not surprise at the Senate’s move, but with the fact that the RHA had ever
existed in the first place. Few can imagine Residential Life surrendering its dictatorial control over campus housing and permitting a
student group to affect positive change. Much like Dining Services
or TUPD, Res Life is expert at forestalling the University’s accountability to its customers.
Res Life’s abject failure to improve the quality of its dismal
service or treat its customers with the dignity appropriate for any
service relationship transcends the records of even the most irresponsible campus bureaucracies. Slipshod dormitory conditions (see
sidebar) are only part of Res Life’s pattern of reckless disregard. Its
decision to virtually lock juniors out of campus doubles the very year
that renovations create a singles shortage amounts to giving freshmen and sophomores higher lottery numbers than some upperclassmen. If the administration wishes to admit a larger freshmen class, Res
Life should have secured the construction of a new dorm rather than
expect members of the Class of 1999 to spend their junior years
homeless. And its decision to waste millions renovating the only
respectable dorms on campus (Hillside and Latin Way) demonstrates
a callous disregard for the overwhelming majority of students damned
by the devil of random chance to live elsewhere.

RHA President Jackie Okin expressed a telling attitude when
she told The Daily, “The freshmen this year came in with a huge
amount of energy .... But it gets lost because the sophomores and
juniors have really come to accept the things they used to complain
about. They think nothing can be done.” Tragically, these students
are absolutely correct. Nevertheless, by throwing up their hands in
defeat, students allow the Res Life monolith to mar their college
experience. Tufts is not immune to market pressure, and Jumbos can
stand up for their rights by informing prospective freshmen of the
inexcusable housing situation on the Hill. When Tufts’s appli- cant
pool moves elsewhere, those in power will be sure to listen- be they
administrators or the editors of US News and World Report.
Divine Injustice

The Alabama Court of Appeals must decide whether to hear
Judge Roy Moore’s case asserting his right to display the Ten
Commandments in his courtroom. Already the county’s churches
have organized a rally to support the judge, calling for help and
encouragement from outside the state. Thousands are expected to
show. John Giles, the chairman of the Save the Ten Commandments
Rally committee, claims that “this is about the family, future
generations, and the moral backbone of this country.”
Indeed, the moral backbone of the country is certainly endangered when a renegade judge feels he can introduce a law to his
courtroom other than the law of the land. The courtroom, a place of
impartial arbitration and, hopefully, justice, abuses its power when
used as a forum to declare allegiances to authorities
other than the United States. No individual in Judge
Moore’s courtroom can receive a fair trial when
It's Not Much, But It's Home
Moore tacitly implies he means to judge them according to an authority to Whom no lawyer is comMany bathrooms in slipshod dormitories like Houston, Lewis, and Bush
petent to appeal. This rightfully precludes Judge
are in such disgusting sanitary conditions that THE SOURCE felt their photoMoore from using the courthouse as a pulpit, espegraphs too indecent to publish in these pages. No doubt these facilities
cially considering the Constitution’s mandate of the
represent one of the most readily apparent problems with the housing
separation of church and state.
situation on campus. An informal survey conducted in a two minute period
among random students at the Brown & Brew revealed myriad other
Out of Line
inexcusable conditions, including:
—Squirrels residing in Hodgdon
Earlier this month, Washington Judge Thomas
—South bathroom floods leaking into students' rooms
Jackson ruled against the constitutionality of the
—Lewis wings without heat throughout the winter
line- item veto passed by the Republican Congress
—An entire Lewis floor with only one working toilet for females
last January. Targeted at special-interest items which
—Mice, ants, termites, and cockroaches that made Metcalf their home
law- makers artfully conceal in tax and spending
—Wren, Haskell, Lewis, Bush, Tilton, and Miller rooms with no workbills, the measure lets the President veto specific
ing electrical lights
provisions of a bill and sign others. Unless the
—Houston, Tilton, Wren and Haskell floors with no regular UNICCO
Supreme Court reverses the decision, American taxservice
payers can expect to fund more porkbarrel political
Meanwhile, Res Life blows its budget on Hillside/Latin Way renovaschemes like 1993’s infamous midnight-basketball
tions. Res Life apparently feels these carpeted suites boasting clean bathprograms.
rooms and modern kitchens justify the lion's share of its spending next year.
Five Democrats and a Republican challenged the
Short of valet parking, butler service , and a concierge, it is difficult to
law on the day it was passed, misconstruing it as
conceive of what these two outfits lack, at least in comparison to their
antithetical to the spirit of checks and balances and
counterparts. Perhaps Tufts will follow the tradition of the many liberal
separation of powers. Predictably, the line-item veto’s
judges who force slumlords to reside in their tenements and ask Jim Settle
most ardent opponents are the politicians who stand
to spend next year in Bush.
to benefit most from runaway spending. Each of the
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The President's House enderwent $1.4 million in renovations less than three years ago.
And while students reside in substandard housing, source reveal the
DiBiaggios actually live in another, off-campus, University-owned home.

tional feminist views. Almost a third of the
presentations showcased same-sex themes,
including: “Lesbian Subtext and the Allowance of Lesbian Existence,” “Homophobia in Women’s Sports,” and “Gay and
Lesbian Community Response to Bisexuality.” Clearly, the Women’s Collective
aims to promote more than mere awareness
of these radical issues. A sizable element of
their suspect agenda involves foisting nontraditional lifestyles on Tufts students.
Traditionally, relationships between
men and women have always been viewed
as complementary, but radical feminists
prefer to think of them as adversarial. Such
a skewed depiction not only distorts history but also threatens to widen the gender
gap and encourage social discord. The issues the Collective seeks to make Tufts
“aware” of either pertain to all people- in
the case of violence- or only to one in ten.
Eat the Smart

legislators who spearheaded the opposition, including Robert
Byrd, erstwhile Republican Mark Hatfield, and Henry Waxman,
notoriously procures federal kickbacks for state projects. The
politicians’ track records suggest that their crusade against this
legislation has less to do with preserving the framers’ careful design
than with stealing taxpayer largesse for their districts.
President Clinton’s motives in appealing the ruling are equally
disingenuous: they stem more from an interest in protecting bloated
entitlement programs than trimming bureaucratic fat. While
Washington’s parliament of whores lines up at the trough to demand
its second helping of pork, Americans should fight for laws like the
line-item veto that protect them from their leaders’ gross irresponsibility.
Whining Womyn
For radical feminists, the old cliché rings true: a woman’s work
is never done—even when there’s nothing left to do. Whether
conducting “Beyond the Classroom” panel discussions or marching in Take Back the Night demonstrations, Tufts’ Women’s Collective always finds something to whine about. As part of its twoweek long campaign to “Stop Violence Against Women,” the
Collective sponsored a day-long forum highlighting lesbianism
and a rally to “make women feel safer about walking outside alone
after dark.” But women on Tufts’s relatively safe campus have little
to fear from “the night.” Any fears that remain from the occasional
assaults from antsy locals hardly single out the ladies. If their aims
were to show solidarity for women elsewhere who do not enjoy such
safety, they could have directed their energies to more constructive
activities than banging pots and pans.
The Twelfth Annual Student Forum Beyond the Classroom was
designed to showcase student work about women. Typically, the
forum excluded not only males but also women expressing tradi-

Leave it to the left to find fault with colleges offering more
merit-based financial aid. The upcoming publication of Princeton
University Press’s “The Student Aid Game” reveals that meritbased aid grew 13 percent annually during the 1980s even after
adjusting for inflation. This aid surely comes as welcome news to
legions of parents stretching to cover gargantuan education bills.
Colleges also reap rewards by attracting higher-quality students.
But according to the collectivist left, this is America’s latest social
problem.
Former Princeton University president William Bowen complains, “Schools will divert funds that would otherwise go to needy
students.” Claiming to care about the financial interests of students
and families has become part of the charade required of all university bean counters. But only the leftist hypocrites in the ivory tower
can get away with such fiery class-baiting rhetoric and simultaneously raise tuition at astronomical higher-than-inflation rates.
Surely if these professors of pork really wished to increase the
accessibility of higher education, they would simply lower costs.
That redistributive financial aid both from universities and Washington offers no incentive to do this is the system’s single greatest
failing.
The academic left’s principle distaste for merit-based scholarships derives from the inherently unequal distribution of “merit.”
Radicals cherish the notion that no person’s contributions can ever
be more valuable than another’s. The contention that certain
individuals are simply incapable of performing serious work at
quality colleges offends egalitarian fallacies the left clings to with
religious fervor. Yet the left should own up to its own elitism: by
forsaking merit-based aid to help the needy, the left propagates the
implication that the needy are inherently without merit. A university that restricts excellence to avoid offending the academically
challenged is doomed to fail. Let the competition begin.
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The Best of Commentary
January 27, 1993
Dr. Jean Mayer, 1920-1993
Dr. Jean Mayer, celebrated scholar and tenth President of Tufts
University, devoted his life to the noble goals of preserving freedom, eradicating hunger, and improving higher education. His
death is a loss that exceeds well beyond the confines of our campus.
It touches the millions of citizens in countries such as Biafra and
Ethiopia who benefited from his work with the UN to feed all
people. It affects the black students of South Africa who knew him
as an indefatigable lobbyist for adequate education. His death is
also mourned by the tens of thousands of Tufts alumni.
Dr. Mayer distinguished himself early in his life, graduating
from the University of Paris summa cum laude at the age of
nineteen. Mayer went on to earn numerous other degrees including
almost two dozen honorary diplomas. He wrote prolifically on the
subject of nutrition and served as an advisor for the United Nations
and several US Presidents.
During World War II, Dr. Mayer served in the French Army
where he rose to the rank of Second Lieutenant. Also a member of
the Free French Force, he earned several medals for his efforts to
combat the spread of Nazism. He fought against totalitarianism in
France, Italy, Belgium, and North Africa.
Dr. Mayer spent the last sixteen years of his life at Tufts where
he worked constantly to improve the University. Testaments to his
vision and success include the graduate schools of Nutrition and
Veterinary Medicine, a dozen new
buildings and an endowment that
has increased more than six hundred
percent.
Jean Mayer was unquestionably
one of the greatest men to grace the
Tufts campus. Soldier, hero, educator, friend, and role model, Jean
Mayer lived all the days of his life.

March, 1990
MASSPIRG
MASSPIRG has once again challenged the rationality of
ALBO, asking for thirty-five thousand dollars. The basic fact is,
and no one from MASSPIRG will deny it, that the money goes
straight off campus to political lobbying groups in Boston and
Washington, DC. This money granted to MASSPIRG by ALBO is
a direct loss to the Tufts community. Two years ago, twenty-eight
thousand dollars went directly off campus. Last year, MASSPIRG
bluntly forced the full senate into a $15,500 commitment. This
overflow of money directly reduces the resourses available to all
other student organizations at no benefit to the students themselves.
MASSPIRG is a political machine that abuses students’ idealistic concern for the environment. We ask each and every student
at Tufts to help terminate all financial support of MASSPIRG from
Tufts student activities funds. And a word to the Senate: MASSPIRG
will do anything to get that money— lie, cheat, steal, even flood the
elections process with MASSPIRG candidates— remember last
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year? Forced funding for a political cause is a direct violation of a
person’s civil liberties.

February, 1991
President Carmichael on War
On the occasion of the American entry into the Second World
War, Leonard Carmichael, then the president of Tufts, made a
speech that is equally relevant today. President Carmichael supported the vigorous prosecution of the war in order to defeat the
forces that made war, sooner or later, inevitable. In his words:
“Only by a temporary assumption of a truly preponderant military
might can our nation now demonstrate, and in the long run even
preserve, the true thesis of international peace.”

November 10, 1993
Jumbo II, Welcome Home
Tufts has been without a mascot since 1975, when the infamous Barnum Hall Fire consumed Jumbo the elephant. Just in time
for homecoming, the Class of 1958 brought Jumbo back to the Hill.
“Jumbo II,” a concrete pachyderm that used to reside at Benson’s
Animal Park, has a new home on the academic quad alongside
Barnum Hall. The Class of 1958 gave the statue in an attempt to
restore the sense of tradition and spirit which the campus lacks
today. The reaction of various students to the gift proves just how
great the need for a renewal of Tuftonian pride has become. Last

week, the editors of The Tufts Daily exemplified the campus-wide
dearth of school spirit by criticizing the Class of ’58 for its choice
of gift. Instead of bolstering Tufts pride, the editors argued, the
class should have used its funds to supplement the university’s
financial aid.
True, financial aid is a high priority. But before the University
abandons its symbols, there are many needless expenditures that
can be cut. Womyn’s Center forums on orgasms, the quasi-educational World Civ program, and extraneous employees in the administration all deserve the fiscal ax more than the beloved Jumbo II.
Monies spent in this way only divide the school and undermine the
quality of its education. Even though Jumbo II can’t explore
womyn’s sexuality, the concrete elephant gives the University a
stronger sense of character. Tradition may not be politically correct, but it is nonetheless vital to the well-being of any institution.
THE PRIMARY SOURCE thanks the Class of ’58 for its generosity and
proudly welcomes Jumbo II home.
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March 1983
Interviewing Dean Knable
THE PRIMARY SOURCE: Do quotas represent your pictures of the
way to deal with Affirmative Action... within the University...?
Dean Knable: My understanding is that the University operates on
the basis of an idea of diversity, feeling that that benefits the
educational community and all of the individuals. It seeks to have,
as a part of the educational community, a number sufficient for
people to benefit from the diversity. But I think that if you look at
any of the University’s records you can see that they’re not
operating under a quota.
PS: Now, does that mean that
Affirmative Action is just simply a passive action, which is a
state of mind...?
DK: No.
PS: So race, sex, religion,
creed would have to be considered...
DK: They always have been...
PS: Then, wouldn’t it make
more sense to choose [people
only] for their qualifications...?
DK: But they never have....
PS: But it may be used to exclude others.
DK: No. I didn’t say that the
idea of Affirmative Action means that someone gets accepted at the
expense of someone else. If there’s one position and two people,
that’s obviously true, that’s always been true.
PS: So, in other words, ... Affirmative Action [is] an attitude
towards selecting candidates which is simply that you look at race
and sex and creed and religion as an element, but not a negative
element.
DK: Right.
PS: Or a neutral or a positive element.
DK: It’s not a negative element. It’s not even neutral or positive,
and I would think that if you say that diversity is in itself a benefit,
therefore all other things are equal and diversity is not. Then it
becomes an important element.

April 21, 1993
Campus Censorship
Dean of Students Bobbie Knable’s recent decision to cancel
Lecture Series’ planned forum on gays-in-the-military clearly
demonstrates an intent to stifle free speech on campus. Regrettably,
this trend is not new to the Dean’s office.
The contention that the forum was canceled because Tufts
students are unable to deal with controversial issues as they study
is both condescending and dishonest. Surely Knable recognizes
that the debate over the ban cannot be removed from campus by
canceling the forum— it was the crux of last year’s ROTC dispute.
A forum in which all sides of the issue could be presented and
questioned fairly and equally is the ideal setting for resolving the

dispute. Dean Knable is too intelligent to believe that she can steer
Tufts away from a controversy in which it is already embroiled.
An anonymous source within the Programming Board has
informed THE PRIMARY SOURCE that the Dean’s initial opposition to
the forum was rooted in political disagreement with one invited
speaker, Terry Jeffrey, a policy analyst for Pat Buchanan. Reportedly, the administration termed Jeffrey “anti-gay,” and, as such, did
not want him on campus. One could argue that opposition to the
integration of homosexuals into the US military does not automatically make one homophobic, but this issue is secondary to the point
at hand. Seemingly, the administration has taken it upon itself to
determine which opinions Tufts students should hear and which
ones they should not. Though the notion may be anathema to the
administration, there is a sizable faction of American society that
questions the morality of homosexuality. It is a pertinent view
regarding the future of the military. Rather than trying to shelter
students, the administration should allow us to listen to all relevant
arguments and make decisions for ourselves.
Furthermore, it is ironic indeed that the Dean’s office did not
show similar contempt for left-wing “intolerance,” such as that
espoused by Khallid Mohammed last spring or the representatives
of the Black Panthers who spoke during Black History Month.
Rather than admit its bias and confess its intent to regulate the
exchange of ideas on campus, the Deans’ Office has cowardly
hidden behind a vague and previously unused “controversial speakers policy.” The administration further tried to protect its image by
purchasing a full page advertisement explaining its “position” in
last Friday’s Daily and shifting blame for the fiasco onto Lecture
Series Chair Ken Archer.
The administration’s cancellation of the forum on gays in the
military has been a disaster for Tufts in many ways. It has created
tension between the faculty and students. It has made the University
look foolish to the contracted speakers who were subsequently
turned away. And it has cruelly discarded two months of hard work
by concerned students. Above all else, however, its political motivation violates the very tenets of freedom of speech—a founding
principle of the nation and the University.

May 2, 1996
Knable’s Fables
According to an anonymous source (with independent confirmation), Dean Knable tried to override Student Activities Director
Bill Stackman and excuse Jesse Jackson from the controversial
speaker’s policy. Never mind that Jackson has slandered Jews more
than once with comments such as his infamous “Hymie Town”
gaffe. The Pachyderm specifies that a speaker must be declared
controversial if “other appearances by this individual have been
marked by... strong and/or vocal disagreement,” which is certainly
the case with the rhyming Reverend. And last year, loudmouth exSurgeon-General Jocelyn Elders escaped the controversial label.
The bottom line is that the policy is unnecessary, but if the Dean of
Students must cling so dearly to her sacred regulation, she should
at least honor her alleged commitment to intellectual diversity and
apply the rules uniformly.
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Fortnight in Review

SM

Comedy is allied to Justice.
—Aristophanes
“Fortnight in Review” is no doubt one of THE PRIMARY
SOURCE’s best known and most popular features. Although THE
SOURCE now celebrates its fifteenth birthday, “Fortnight” is much
younger. According to TPS archives, the feature did not exist until
to 1988, and only then as “Month in Review.” (The name was not
amended to “Fortnight” until 1992, when the publication went biweekly.) It’s brash, it’s witty, and it’s politically incorrect. Liberals
hate it, which is why it’s so good.
The ongoing investigation into White House scandals, Hillary
complains, reminds her “of some people’s obsession with the HaleBopp comet.” Maybe that’s because the comet appears about as
often as she tells the truth.
In Pakistan, an English edition of the “Garfield” comic strip
featuring Jon Arbuckle slugging a cold root beer has been censored
so as to prevent readers from seeing the B-Word. Garfield comics
will be banned in Sigma Nu after the year 2000.
Carolyn McCarthy, the New York Democrat who exploited
her husband’s murder on the LIRR to get into Congress, will be the
feature of an NBC made-for-TV movie starring Barbra Streisand...
as Colin Ferguson.
The Endangered Species Act has a new cause: the Delhi Sands
Flower-loving Fly, whose preservation seems to demand the end of
all activity in California. Why can’t they discover an endangered
critter in DC?

Everybody who’s anybody at Tufts these days has an acronym:
TBAG, SCIRT, ECO, MOPS, etc. Below, the top ten new acronyms
for those unfortunate Tufts student groups without them:
10. The Experimental College: Robyn’s Unconventional Scholastic Endeavor
9. Dining Services: Gastrointestinal Resources Organization to
Serve Students
8. Womyn’s Collective: Feminists Resistant to Interact with Gentlemen Interested in Dating
7. TCF: Christians United in Love and Trust
6. Tufts Mountain Club: Fellowship of Alpine Love and Leisure
5. TCU Senate: United Students Engaged in Lots of Extremely
Serious Stuff
4. TLGBC: Organization of Righteous Gay Youth
3. Res. Life: Housing Organization Validating Experimental Living
2. Tufts Democrats: Tuftonians United for a Renewed Democratic
Society
1. THE PRIMARY SOURCE: Politically Incorrect Greedy Specimens
Officials in the People’s Republic of China have seized 15,000
firearms from Chinese citizens and melted them down to scrap
metal. Expect it to turn up somewhere in LA.
Bill Richardson’s commencement address is brought to you by
a generous grant from the Lippo Group.
The Amalgamated Workers of San Francisco’s Lusty Lady,
the country’s first unionized strip shop, have ratified their first
contract. Organizers complain, however, that Local 69 is filled with
scabs.
And management still isn’t happy about the seniority clause.

Graduation speaker Eric Pliner stole the show at the Wendell
Philips Award finals with a commanding speech on “Stop, Drop,
and Roll.” But really, shouldn’t he keep his personal life to himself?
Not that there’s anything wrong with that.

November 16, 1995

THE PRIMARY SOURCE
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An Associated Press poll reveals, amazingly, that seven out of
ten Americans are either “very” or “somewhat” confident in the
IRS’s ability to promptly and accurately handle taxpayers’ returns
and inquiries. Sure— it’s easy when you’re at the receiving end of
big government.

At Oxfam’s “Hunger Banquet”
those students seated in the “no eating” section stormed their well-fed
classmates’ tables and claimed the food
for their own. Owing to the grand
success of this glorious revolution,
Oxfam’s “Communism Banquet,” to
be held next Fall, will offer long lines,
no food whatsoever, and random executions to boot.
Like certain chalking members of
the Tufts community, Ellen DeGeneres
reports that she too thinks lesbianism
is yummy. Now she must come to
grips with another unchangeable facet
of her existence: lesbianism won’t
make Ellen funny.

October 13, 1994
The Tuftonian View of the World:
Dean Knable describes
The Bolshevik Revolution
sung to the tune of “Twinkle,
Twinkle, Little Star”
Twinkle, twinkle, little sickle.
Those darn Czars were awfully fickle.
Trotsky, Bucharin, Lenin, and all
Were there to make the mighty fall.
But then they got into a fix,
Picking fights with Mensheviks.
In the end, the Bolshies won.
Peace and freedom for everyone!
Life was really, really nice
In the workers’ paradise.

Speaking of Ellen, a sweet-home Alabama television station
has chosen not to air her “coming-out” episode because they “do
not think it’s appropriate for family viewing.” Instead, the station
will be showing The New All in the Family Dating Game.
In more DeGenerate news, ABC has refused to air an ad for a
lesbian cruise line during the show. Execs insist they’re saving the
promo for the debut of next year’s hit series, The Love Butch.
FDR’s relatives have joined together to give the new FDR
memorial statue the push it needs. They support showing FDR in a
wheelchair as opposed to other designs which hide the effects polio
took on his body. We favor an honest portrayal of the former
President with his hand in someone else’s pocket.
Your tax dollars at work: The National Endowment for the Arts
has awarded $60,500 to the California Indian Basketweavers
Association. Responding to criticism of the grant, NEA chair Jane
Alexander asked, “Do you think a corporate sponsor is going to
come in and sponsor the Indian basket weavers?” Thank you, Jane,
for making the point for us.

Florida Atlantic University math professor Marvin Hersh, a confessed homosexual
pedophile, has been charged with smuggling a
teenage boy from Honduras to his digs in
Miami. Beats getting screwed by a socialist
government.
The University of Massachusetts at
Amherst, always at the forefront of politically
correct trends, has started “2 in 20,” a residential area exclusively for gay, lesbian, bisexual,
and transgender students. At Tufts, it’s called
the Arts House.
A recent three-day conference at the
University of Wyoming’s Outreach Center
focused on teaching moral values and ethical
conduct to educators. Better late than never.

The free market at work: In Mexico City, ladies of the night
(and reportedly other times of day, too) no longer believe in “no
shirt, no shoes, no problem.” They have developed their own dress
code which forbids wearing items like see-through shirts and
“dental-floss bikinis,” in hopes of appeasing angry locals who want
to throw them out of the neighborhood. Maybe they should just
form a union.
Top Ten Ways to Tell the Genuine PRIMARY SOURCE Apart from
the Zamboni Parody:
10. Fewer references to masturbation
9. “Fool on the Hill” is a feature, not a staff member
8. Our alums aren’t still rushing ZBT
7. Fewer staffers in rehab
6. Masthead not filled with illiterate Dailyites
5. People are reading it
4. Bill Copeland is more arrogant than Colin Delaney, and that’s
saying a lot
3. Decent artwork
2. People care enough to throw us out
1. Contains humor
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The Best of Fortnight Top Tens
12/90

9/28/95

Top Ten Politically Correct Excuses Not To Take Exams:
10. I’m morally opposed to the use of paper
9. Hey! Look! Isn’t that Nelson Mandela? [stage direction: then run
away]
8. I refuse to use oppressive phallic writing utensils
7. Using Indo-European language is an exploitive celebration of
the white man’s rape of Europe
6. Write? But I’m from the Left!
5. The stressful test-taking environment raises body temperature
which only adds to the Greenhouse Effect
4. Ever since the Sandinistas were kicked out of office, I just
haven’t been able to concentrate
3. Anemic veal calves in their Auschwitz-like cages can’t take
exams, so why should I?
2. An exam? But that conflicts with my “Oppressed Yeast against
the War” march!
1. I can’t take a test; I’m showing solidarity with the stupid

Top Ten Tufts Lightbulb Jokes: How many _____ does it
take to screw in a lightbulb:
10. B&G Workers: Nobody knows; it’s never been done before.
9. The TLGBCers: Five. One to screw in and four to discuss
whether the bulb is ready to come out of its box.
8. PAA: None. They refuse to submit to the tyranny of white light.
7.Womyn’s Studies Teachers: What were they doing out of the
kitchen in the first place?
6. Frat boys: Just one, but only if he’s sober.
5. Registrars: Listen, we sent someone out with the lightbulb
already. If you want it replaced sooner, you’ll have to come and get
it yourself.
4. Academic Deans: Do you honestly believe they know? That’s
what secretaries are for.
3. Department Secretaries: Six. One to send for coffee and Danish,
one to get the ladder, one to screw in the bulb, and three to stand
around looking busy.
2. Hotung Employees: Sorry, we’re out of lightbulbs.
1. SOURCE staffers: None. If the lightbulb needed changing, the
market would have done it already.

8/91
Top Ten Freshman Myths:
10. Deans are here to help
9. Professors are intellectual dynamos
8. Tufts isn’t all that expensive, and besides I’ll meet a lot of
interesting people
7. I have to be 21 to drink alcohol
6. I have to go to class
5. Boy, my courses sure look interesting! (especially English 1)
4. I’m sure they’re going to cut this diversity crap once classes start
3. The housing office tried very hard to match me with the perfect
roommate
2. The rooms are small but I’ll be warm in the winter
1. (Women) Now that I’m in college I’ll meet my soul-mate
(Men) Now that I’m in college I’ll get lots of action

9/1/93
Top Ten Lines That Will Get B&G Running in Your Direction:
10. My cable TV connection is busted. I can only get in the Playboy
channel.
9. Would it disturb you if I watched Let’s Make a Deal while you
replaced a lightbulb in my room?
8. I’m calling from Richardson, you know, the all-female dorm.
7. I’m calling from Hill Hall, you know, the dorm closest to
Dunkin’ Donuts.
6. This is Joe Camel...
5. My keg is leaking, can you help?
4. I need a shade in my window because I’m bothered by the nubile
coed who changes across the way.
3. I just bought a new Lay-z-Boy, can you help me break it in?
2. I have a stack of National Enquirers in my hallway, do you think
you could remove them?
1. My sink is clogged— I think there’s a jelly donut stuck in the
pipe.
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10/14/92
Top Ten Slogans for Government Bureaucracies:
10. FEMA: Because one disaster is never enough
9. The IRS: Your money or your life
8. The U.S. Postal Service: At 29¢ a for delivery, it’s less than a
penny a day
7. Social Security: We’ll be here long after you’re gone
6. Medicaid/Medicare: The best incentive to stay healthy
5. Welfare: We work hard so that you don’t have to
4. Congress: Special Interests, Special Favors
3. Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms: We bring good
things to life
2. CIA: We always get our man
1. Drug Enforcement Agency: The only job that will make you
want to bring work home

2/27/97
Top Ten Scenes in The Empire Strikes Back Special Edition:
10. Leia slaps Han with a $15 million sexual-harassment suit
9. C3PO’s six million forms of communication include Ebonics
8. Light sabers cause cancer
7. Vader warns the Emperor that the era of big government is over
6. Ben Kenobi no longer allowed to train Jedi knights after Liz
Ammons denies him tenure
5. Yoda is really Bob Dole
4. Luke and Leia unknowingly engage in a little “Arkansas action”
3. Lando’s deal with Vader includes laundering Indonesian “campaign contributions”
2. Leia breaks into impromtu “Don’t Cry for Me, Alderaan”
1. Death Star reconstruction delayed for years while Empire installs
10,000 wheelchair ramps

Where Angels Fear to Tread
Micaela Dawson

T

hat God is alive at Tufts is nothing less Catholic Center to Bible studies, Church- Bonsey’s leave of absence. But with its new
than miraculous. Over the past few based social action, and community-ser- minister, Reverend Miriam Acevedo Naters,
years, students have witnessed a widespread vice opportunities. The University should that divided group may yet enjoy a welapathy among many campus-sponsored seriously consider terminating its contract come revival. Unfortunately, the congreministries, the near-abolition of the
gation boasts only a handful of memReligion Department, and a consisbers, since most active Tuftonian
Reluctant to appear insensitive to Protestants attend services off camtently poor selection of that
department’s course offerings. The
non-Western beliefs, Tufts refuses pus. Though some church-goers
Catholic and Protestant presence on
oppose hiring a female, Revto encourage substantive under- would
campus go virtually unnoticed, while
erend Miriam has already made outstanding of Judeo-Christianity.
Hillel and the University’s Head
reach efforts, and seems eager to join
Chaplain,
Reverend
Scotty
with other denominations to foster a
McLennan, too often channel their ener- with the more liberal Paulist Order, as the sense of Christian unity. Nonetheless, the
gies into causes antithetical to the Judeo- subsequent increase in hiring options would sad truth remains that Tufts’s most active
Christian heritage.
better serve Tufts.
Christian ministry is not even sponsored
Few Jumbos are aware that Tufts was
The first image that catches students’ by the University. The ministers of Tufts
originally founded by Protestant Unitarian eyes as they enter Goddard Chapel features Christian Fellowship, who conduct weekly
Universalists to train clerics. Over 150 years Jesus Christ carrying a Bible in one hand Bible studies, large group worship, and
later, the University has forsaken its and a sword in the other, a symbol of the encourage closer relationships with God,
founders’ commitment to the liberal-arts boldness with which his followers are called receive most of their funding from an outtradition by denying students the means to to action. The new chaplain should display side organization. But because of Chrisinvestigate their divine roots. Reluctant to a Christ-like willingness to uphold Catho- tian apathy on campus, TCF’s unique willappear insensitive to non-Western beliefs, lic moral convictions on campus. The voice ingness to evangelize has won the group an
the University refuses to encourage sub- crying out in the wilderness on behalf of undeserved bad reputation.
stantive understanding of Judeo-Christian- human dignity and ethical values should
But Tufts’s unresponsive approach to
ity. In its hiring practices and its curricu- make noise when Tufts invites abortionists Christianity extends into the classroom.
lum, Tufts displays its disregard for like Henry Foster to offer prescriptions for Until two new professors specializing in
religion’s deeper significance to the indi- our future, when it solicits radical feminist Western religions arrive, Christian course
vidual, the academy, and society.
like Patricia Ireland to link marriage and options will continue to face restrictions.
Professors currently teach two courses
Taking up the Cross
on Christian topics, but none on Jesus
Watering down the Western
Christ. Unfortunately, “Catholicism:
tradition in its chapels and classPeoples, Cultures, Traditions, and Berooms won’t transform Tufts into
liefs,” and “Martin Luther: The Man
a Global Village but it certainly
and His Era,” serve as inadequate
dishonors a faith shared by twosources of instruction on the foundafifths of the world’s people. Rotions of the faith. For the student
man Catholicism on campus atwondering about Catholic theologitracts four hundred regular parishcal teachings and the basis of the
ioners to each Sunday Mass. But
Church’s authority, Tufts can only
of this number, few would describe
point in the direction of Chestnut
themselves as active participants
Hill; however, for the student interin Tufts’s Christian community.
ested in a survey of European history,
The Chaplains: Rabbi Summit, Rev. McLennan, Fr. Hunt
Since the university priest, Father
modern
politics,
and
Michael Hunt, will be retiring, there has slavery, and when it allows communist multiculturalism, there’s Religion 56.
been much talk about his replacement. As liberation theologian Leonardo Boff to in- Tufts’s gesture to Protestantism seems no
students send their prayers out to him, they sult the Pope from the altar of Goddard. The less narrow-minded. Given the short range
should also pray that Tufts will use this Catholic community at Tufts needs a strong of courses devoted to individual faiths,
opportunity to choose a priest committed leader to oppose such antics on and off Tufts should abandon Martin Luther in
to taking up the cross and unapologetically campus.
favor of a more relevant figure, the lumiespousing the Church doctrine. God’s work
Protestants at Tufts suffer from the same nary whom all Christians call “Lord.”
doesn’t stop with Sunday Mass and Secret lethargy as Catholics, as evidenced by the
Continued on the next page.
Santa; the new priest must open up the silence accompanying Reverend Steven
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Continued from the previous page.

Hillel’s co-sponsorship of “Gaypril,” Tufts
Lesbian, Gay, and Bisexual Community’s
month-long self-indulgent love-fest. Despite revisionist nonsense to the contrary,
the Bible explicitly condemns homosexuality. Yet Rabbi Summit, who inexplicably
endorses same-sex marriage, nevertheless
allows gay activists to mock Judaism’s
regard for the traditional family.

First Things
College is the pivotal point in people’s
Tufts’s beleaguered religion curriculives when they begin making real-life delum is overbroad and addresses topics which
cisions. Historically, a liberal arts educaonly fleetingly explore individual relition provided a firm basis from which
gions. Of the sixteen department courses
students could develop a set of goals and a
offered next fall, ten cross list with other
better understanding of their role in socidisciplines, such as Fine Art History. Stuety. In the beginning, The Pachyderm exdents may take “Art, Ritual, and Culture,”
plains, Tufts’s “early curriculum included
and “Myth, Ritual, and Symbol,”
required courses in natural theolbut at the end of the semester, they
ogy, revealed religion, moral sciLately, the Granoff Center has ence…”. Courses in English, Hisprobably will have learned little
about faith. The remaining courses
served as a stomping ground for tory, and Philosophy offered insight
include introductory surveys that
the unique human experience,
various leftist organizations looking into
appear broad, evasive, and based
but religion formed the underlying
to validate their outrageous claims. inspiration for all of these discimerely on historical and cultural
aspects. “Introduction to the Hebrew
plines.
Bible,” for example, relies on names
For far too long, retiring chairman
and dates for the substance of its course
No less misguided about religion’s Howard Hunter has preserved religious
work, largely ignoring the deeper import of proper realm, University Chaplain Scotty study on the Hill, weathering the storm of
God’s pattern of relationships with His McLennan believes Tufts should encour- faculty and administrative criticism. Tufts’s
people. And “Philosophy of Religion,” a age the study of faith in order to promote past refusal to hire new professors has forced
real sleeper, scans too many topics to suf- “interdisciplinary awareness.” Once con- Hunter to teach courses on subjects periphficiently cover any of them.
sidered “the Left’s chaplain” because of his eral to his concentration, such as “Asian
political activism on the Hill, Reverend Religions,” for the simple reason that no
Slouching Towards Gomorrah
Scotty’s religious role at a college which one else would. The department’s emphaUnlike the Christian organizations on boasts few if any Unitarian Universalist sis on mutliculturalism and interdisciplicampus, Judaism’s Hillel remains steadily students remains unclear. Though he nary studies has recently culminated in a
busy. Gentile students who came to Tufts doesn’t teach or lead a significant worship, name change to “Comparative Religions.”
unexposed to holidays like Sukkot and Tu McLennan occasionally drafts articles for Hunter explains, “The change is a suggesB’shvat cannot possibly leave so ignorant. campus newspapers on topics relating to tion which was made many years ago since
From Shabbat dinners to Shir Appeal, many spirituality and religion’s interdisciplinary we don’t teach any religions but we teach
Jewish Jumbos have successfully woven nature.
about religions. We exist to help people
their religious heritage into their daily lives.
But his real claim to fame involves a understand religions.” But lectures about
Hillel’s budget, larger than those of all penchant for dining at Tufts’ expense in the subject, rather than thorough instrucother religious groups combined, reflects order to conduct Chaplain’s Tables called, tion of theological underpinnings, deprive
its members’ hard work and deep
“Meditations: A Time for the students of the privileges their predecescommitment to God. UnforSpirit.” Topics have in- sors have enjoyed.
tunately, students’ efforts
cluded, “Diversity and
Faced with such difficult conditions,
have lost some of their
Community: Can We it’s no wonder that religious life at Tufts has
force as a result of Hillel’s
Have Both,” “Finding faded. The University must take a proacrecent participation in
One’s Way Spiritu- tive stance in adjusting its anti-religious
events whose agendas
ally,” “My Encounter attitude and begin supporting dynamic
run counter to Judaic
with Hinduism,” and chaplaincies and curricula, starting with its
values.
the forthcoming, “The Religion Department. It should increase
Lately, the Granoff
Rites of Spring.” Tufts the number of single-disciplinary course
Center has served as a
and McLennan spend offerings, find an energetic Catholic priest,
stomping ground for
much time and effort and seriously evaluate Scotty McLennan’s
various leftist organizations looking to vali- promoting a nebulous idea of non-denomi- role on campus. It must also restore Hillel’s
date their outrageous claims, rather than as national spirituality that supposedly dis- Judaic roots by discouraging its use as a
a place of worship. Earlier this month, it courages exclusivity and divisiveness. But haven for leftist activists. Only then can
hosted the Twelfth Annual Student Forum’s spirituality without a religion only adds Tufts live up to the promise of its founders
Beyond the Classroom, a series of panels more confusion at a time when students as “a new and different liberal college, one
on women’s issues. During the day’s events, need concrete answers in the search for that would be non-sectarian but not antiTuftonians delivered no less than five lec- truth. Because this abstract interdiscipli- religious.”
tures on topics related to homosexuality, nary approach doesn’t offer any certainty
while the remainder promoted radical femi- about particular faiths, it only perpetuates Miss Dawson is a junior majoring in Classics.
nism. But this forum pales in comparison to Jumbo apathy at Tufts.
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Gaypril Fools
Ian Popick

T

here is much to be said for equal rights;
a healthy democracy requires that each
citizen has an equal chance to succeed.
Obsessions with superficial characteristics have impeded America’s
ability to achieve true equal rights.
Only factors such as a man’s character, competence, and creativity should
dictate his fate. One quality that should
not determine a man’s destiny is his
race; another is his sexuality. The
TLGBC, however, does not recognize this
necessary principle of equal rights, instead
choosing to celebrate the noble concept
with a hypocritical mockery known as
Gaypril.
Ostensibly, like February’s dedication
to black history, Gaypril’s mission consists
of educating the public about the gay lifestyle
to foster an understanding and tolerance of
a condition that has been persecuted throughout history. Even those opposed to the gayrights movement cannot deny that gays
should not be discriminated against for
something many would argue is uncontrollable and private. But the TLGBC puts
Gaypril’s alleged objectives
on the back burner in favor
of a more controversial, radical agenda.
Only one event on the
Gaypril schedule aims to educate the heterosexual community about homosexuality:
the “Bring a Straight Friend”
event. But “Bring a Straight
Friend” meetings occur
throughout the year anyway;
Gaypril adds not a single
event specifically to help
mold a more tolerant straight
student body. If anything, the Gaypril schedule displayed on table tents in the dining
halls, mailed to all undergraduates, and advertised on the back page of The Daily seeks
to disturb and shock those on the Hill. With
topics for discussion like “Questioning, Understanding, and Exploring Sexuality at
Tufts” and “Hot Safer Sex,” the TLGBC
makes no bones about its sexually irresponsible message. Moreover, such forums place
emphasis on the sexual practices of gays,
rather than teaching the community not to

hate them simply for being gay.
In true Tufts tradition, the TLGBC resorts to using race and ethnicity to draw

All in all, Gaypril amounts to
little more than a Tufts-funded
queer mixer.
attention with “an informal lunch discussion” called “Organizing in the Queer and
Asian Communities” and with the “Queers
of Color Film Fest,” including the film
Jareena: Portrait of a Hijda, about an Indian transsexual. The event adds to the list
of self-indulgent rallies championing sexual
unorthodoxy, contrary to the stated goal of
promoting tolerance. Next the TLGBC has
“Queer Jam,” a poetry reading at Oxfam
Café, and finally there is the “Spring Fling
Miss Thing” dance party, lip-sync contest,
and, believe it or not, drag show. Certainly
such events deserve no university support,
as they serve no legitimate goal. All in all,
Gaypril amounts
to little more than
RIL
a Tufts-funded
GAYP
queer mixer.
The TLGBC
does not provide
“support” for homosexuals
as
much as it encourages them to define themselves by
their sexuality,
which does little to
further acceptance
of gays among the
non-gay community. Such a tactic is highly
divisive as it emphasizes differences, not
similarities. The gay group would be wiser
to inform the Tufts community that homosexuality is a personal matter that should
not inhibit heterosexual individuals from
acknowledging or respecting gays’ talents
and ideas. For then they would be putting
sexuality in its proper place— irrelevancy.
Instead, the TLGBC seeks to outdo the
queer stereotype, portraying its members as
a cadre of freaks and perverts. Perhaps

TLGBCers fit that mold, but depicting all
homosexuals as such does a disservice to
the overall gay-rights movement, which
crusades to dispel notions that gays
are radically different from other
people. By enhancing, not combating, unflattering stereotypes of gays,
the TLGBC fuels an image that, outside academia, brings discrimination
and scorn.
But such is probably a natural reaction in a hyper-sensitive environment that
shields gays. Tufts’s politically correct atmosphere has taken from gays the incentive
to build a true alliance with straights. Taking for granted the administration-provided
protection, the TLGBC does not attempt to
argue the genetic determination of homosexuality or ask for acceptance, for these
sentiments are unnecessary and seem unimportant on a college campus. If the TLGBC
really sought to combat homophobia and
not revel in it they would offer a more
moderate public image.
For the TLGBC to create a more legitimate persona it must stop overemphasizing
the sexual relations of gays. While many
gays nobly practice monogamy, the TLGBC
does not advance discussion of this segment
of the gay population and instead barrages
the community with information about the
most marginal homosexual population much
in the way one would expect from anti-gay
brigadiers. Touching on “gay love,” as many
radical gay groups do, does little to alter the
gay stereotype as the term itself carries a
sexual, not personal, relationship-oriented
connotation.
Since gaining mainstream acceptance,
at least in metropolitan areas like San Francisco and Greenwich Village, many gays
have sought to justify promiscuity (such as
San Francisco’s former bathhouse scene,
which significantly contributed to the spread
of the HIV virus). Sexual restraint, not promiscuity, is what makes humans the dominant species; without sexual restraint,

Please see “Gaypril,”
continued on page 38.
“Gaypril,” continued from page 21.
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Thank You, Tufts
Colin Delaney

F

ew would contest that I have made a
name for myself here in the past four
years. Columnists and self-described humorists have pilloried me personally, my
beliefs— even my car. And though I am not
sure which of my faults deserved such caustic acrimony, I rest assured that the offense
probably gained light somewhere in the
pages of this magazine. Unfortunately, the
greatest fallacy of those who created my
public image is a belief that I hate Tufts.
Arriving on Walnut Hill in August of
1993, I was a young, impressionable, and
ambitious freshman. I had great plans for
and expectations of the college that I had
made my first choice. Tufts pledged a great
deal, affirming that it “fosters an intellectual environment in which faculty members
share with students the excitement of discovery....” Since I had no reason to doubt
my new alma mater, I expected it to deliver.
And it did. Fulfillment just happened to
come in slightly different packaging than
that promised. Sixteen pages of newsprint
with an eight-page stock wrap, to be exact.
Disillusion came early. Orientation included a deluge of this-is-how-Tufts-students-think-and-act “diversity” panels exalting a pantheon of strictly politically correct convictions. For nearly a week my class
experienced re-education, wherein juniors
and seniors rejected the unity of American
culture and demanded relativistic support
for all assertions, no matter how ridiculous.
In one so-called discussion— lecture is a
more appropriate term— we learned about
the evils of alcohol, the prevalence of male
sexual aggression, and finally about a legal
statute concerning rape that does not exist,
since it served the needs of Women’s Center Director Peggy Barret to insist that it
does.
Politicization did not stop when classes
began. Quite the contrary; for in an academic setting, grades can depend on recapitulating the content and style of the
professor’s teachings. For example, neglecting to structure a final-exam essay in the
manner “suggested” on the assignment can
sink grades. On a slightly different but no
less improper plane, professors— especially
• The companion article to this piece, “Four
Years at an End,” appeared in the last issue.

English 1 instructors— allow endless re- cheeky warning on its first cover of Fall
writes, permitting students to conform to 1993 (“Attention Freshmen: Dean Knable
the prescribed conclusions. But many En- Doesn’t Want You to Read This Issue”)
glish professors infrequently correct poor easily piqued my interest. As it turns out, the
construction, sloppy organization, or bad cover was more than a gimmick— not three
grammar and do not illustrate proper argu- weeks later the Dean would refuse my rement techniques. In short,
many students, myself in- Displeased with the conformist demands
cluded, have passed English
1 with an ‘A’ or ‘A-’— win- of PC Orientation and the liberalism of
ning exemption from the sec- classroom instruction, I sought comfort
ond semester of the College
Writing Seminar— without in the minds of people who chose to
stray from Tufts’s well-traveled path.
learning how to write well.
The addition of responsible grading would not make English 1 quest for an interview merely because I had
perfect, however. Some sections require joined THE SOURCE.
Though I considered them more than
only a single analytical essay, and most
neglect to incorporate any renowned “great similar ideologically, I soon discovered
books” of the Western canon. Instead they SOURCE elders possessed a sophistication I
cover the ramblings of worst-sellers and the lacked. Simply put, they could think, speak,
otherwise oppressed, if the syllabus includes argue, and write better than I and all other
freshmen I knew. Undaunted by the imposliterature at all.
Other courses transcend nouveau schol- ing self-improvement challenge, I penned
arship and shamelessly introduce political an article in a matter of days and enjoyed the
writing and argument
arguments where none
classes seniors called
are
appropriate.
“the SOURCE editing
Whether the class disprocess.” Throughcussion covers ludiout the first semester,
crous notions like
editors explained the
‘Women don’t start
tenets of good writwars— and Margaret
ing which neither
Thatcher doesn’t
high school nor Tufts
count because she’s
elucidated. As hard as
not really a woman’ or
I tried, they dethe phallo-centric orimanded more. For
gins of the Cold War,
them, the best was
or idolatrous looks insquare one.
side the Clinton poIt may have
litical machine, Tufts
taken two years, but
has rightfully secured
by the time I became
its reputation for ineditor-in-chief, I had
dulging the trendy and
answered my real
shirking its responsiteachers’ call for exbility to provide obceptional work, yet
jective education in
found
myself
facing
two
the relevant.
So, displeased with the conformist dePlease see “Thanks,”
mands of politically correct Orientation and
continued on page 42.
the doctrinaire liberalism of classroom in“Thanks,” continued from page 22.
struction, I sought comfort in the minds of
people who chose to stray from Tufts’s
well-traveled path. The magazine with a new sets of challenges. By my junior year,
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Hunger Strike
Keith Levenberg

“A

nti-hunger” organizations like
Oxfam America occupy that sacred
cow realm in political crossfire wherein
charitable pretensions forge an impenetrable
immunity to moral criticism. Much like a
politician voting against socialized health
care for poor children, anyone who dares
denounce ‘Big Charity’ quickly finds himself condemned as a lunatic fond of clubbing baby seals or kicking puppies. When
emotions trump reason, any organization
with a political agenda can shroud itself
under layers of altruism and enjoy an elite
status. The public accepts its contentious
agenda not as one set of values competing in
an intellectual marketplace but as an array
of premises it must grant for noble goals to
ever be achieved.
Thus, Tufts’s Oxfam Collective can
declare that socialism is a necessary precondition for feeding the poor without repercussions. So widely accepted is Oxfam’s
nobility that a challenge to its socialist politics is tantamount to a declaration that the
poor deserve to go hungry. But even though
one cannot easily divorce its political agenda
from its charitable pretexts, the truth remains that socialism is far more
essential to the organization’s
identity than hunger relief.
The national organization’s Oxfam Campaign
enumerates “ten basic rights”
that read like The Communist
Manifesto’s list of proletarian
demands. Only one of them
has anything to do with its alleged mission to “fight hunger... by funding self-help development and disaster relief
projects.” Beginning with
“enough to eat,” the laundry
list goes on to propound such
claims as the right to a job,
shelter, and health care. Lest
anyone think Oxfam means
only that these things should be available to
those who earn them, its web page cites
myriad examples of the organization realizing these “rights” through government redistribution of wealth. Nor should one ever
forget the 1983 Washington, DC, rally cosponsored by Oxfam that officially endorsed

the Communist Party.
socialism only when expedient to promote
Oxfam’s politics blatantly contradict the cause of world hunger. It brings attenits alleged mission to end world hunger. tion to world hunger only when it creates an
Practical fact proves that capitalism keeps opportunity to advocate socialism.
the prices of life’s essentials down to afOxfam’s hypocrisy became painfully
fordable levels; industrialization’s growth evident during a recent campus event ostenthroughout the world caused a massive in- sibly designed to make students aware of
crease in food production that
lowered prices commensu- One cannot easily divorce Oxfam’s
rately. While food production in developing countries political agenda from its charitable
rose 32% between 1980 and pretexts. The truth remains that
1992, prices decreased by
socialism is far more essential to its
57%. Oxfam leftists oppose
the free market because they identity than hunger relief.
do not believe food can reach
the hungry as long as it has any cost what- the magnitude of the world’s food probsoever. They ignore the fact that without lems. Posters for its Hunger Banquet asked,
capitalism, there would not exist any food “What’s cooking? Survey says: Catered
to distribute. (Not to mention that capital- meal, 10%; Rice and beans, 25%; Rice (if
ism prevents prices from being determined you’re lucky), 65%.” When Oxfam
arbitrarily.) One should examine Zaire to shepherded its devotees into the Campus
prove the contention that allocating re- Center, it determined the ten percent receivsources is impossible without the profit ing the adequate dinner at random despite
motive; the country has enough arable land the egalitarian three-dollars-for-everybody
to feed the entire African continent, but it ticket prices.
remains dormant because its looter governThe banquet’s very structure is predicated on a number of underlying assumptions, all socialist in nature. First, Oxfam
means to suggest that blind
chance determines who eats
and who starves. Worse still,
it implies that some authority
forcefully deprives the
masses of their due in order
that some ‘fat cats’ at the top
can enjoy luxuries. Most
damning, it leaves the starving masses with no recourse
or remedy other than to savagely plunder the riches of
those on whom fortune has
shone.
Oxfam thinks these implications describe capitalment does not allow anybody to capitalize ism. The national organ-ization’s promoon it.
tional materials praise Hunger Banquets for
So harshly does Oxfam’s socialist “dramatiz[ing] the unequal distribution of
agenda betray those it purports to help that food”
in
hypothetical
one can only conclude the organization
Continued on the next page.
smacks of the most despicable form of
Continued from the previous page.
politicization. Oxfam does not advocate
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societies polarized according to “three socioeconomic levels.” Thus, even though
Oxfam’s central planners assign individuals their caste like commissars in a Leninist
‘paradise,’ the activists nevertheless feel
they have duplicated the capitalist model.
That their implications more accurately
describe socialism did not stop a Hunger
Banquet speaker from advocating largescale government wealth redistribution.
Oxfam’s attitude reveals a fundamen-

tal misunderstanding of the nature of capitalism. Nobody denies that a free market
enables some to prosper while others scrape
poverty. However, an individual who finds
himself destitute can always look within for
a recourse. Using nothing but his own talents, he can make himself valuable to others
to acquire sustenance. Such an arrangement
promotes positive self-esteem because individuals must rely on themselves to secure
salvation. But the necessity of creating value
for others also weaves a stronger bond be-

Sacred Cows Make the Best Hamburgers

T

he Oxfam Collective’s fallacies motivated THE PRIMARY SOURCE to complement
the Hunger Banquet with a little healthy competition. It disturbed us that most of
Oxfam’s guests would consume nothing but rice (if they were lucky) just because a
central planning agency arbitrarily so decreed. Given the laws of supply and demand,
we felt this situation created a unique market opportunity for an entrepreneur to feed
Oxfam’s starving masses.
THE SOURCE quickly conceived The Capitalism & Freedom Banquet and established a prime location right outside Oxfam’s event. Firing up a Weber barbecue and
offering hamburgers and hot dogs for a nickel apiece, we sought to prove the free
market’s pre-eminence over socialized food distribution. Sadly, not too many of
Oxfam’s leftists chose to purchase a burger for five cents after paying three dollars for
a bowl of rice. At least they stuck to their guns.
Oddly, one radical in the rice pit honed his oratorical skills and tried to lead a
revolution against the dining elite. Standing tall not five feet from our prominently
displayed “Burgers/Wieners, 5¢” sign, he pointed at the catered-meal crowd and
drummed up support for his rebellion among the masses. After he demanded to know
how the one-in-ten could dine like kings while his ilk starved, his lemmings quickly
stormed the four-star stage in mock revolution. Perhaps he should have exited
Oxfam’s collectivized dystopia and partaken of the free market’s riches. Who can
justify violent revolution in a world of five-cent meals?
Though our prices exaggerated free-market food’s cheapness, the real world does
not operate much differently. McDonald’s fifty-five cent Big Macs make it an elusive
mystery how anyone could starve in America. Tragically, socialist countries that shun
free enterprise do not enjoy the advantages of an institution that can serve three square
meals a day for under six dollars. No doubt the left’s contempt for McDonald’s has
something to do with its ability to make abundantly obvious the next-to-nothing freemarket cost of sustenance.
But the left’s distaste for our banquet is based on a far more baneful doctrine.
While distributing posters for the event, one woman approached us and expressed
serious reservations about the flyer’s tag-line that boasted, “Where talent, not luck,
determines whether or not you eat.” She found the slogan offensive, noting that such
an arrangement proves “unfair” to those without talent (never minding the effect the
alternative has on those without luck). We spent several minutes expounding
capitalism’s advantages before she blurted out, “There’s something about the concept
of talent that bothers me.” After we queried what she meant by the comment, she
qualified, “That’s not how I meant it.” In what other manner can it be meant?
The terms of the debate set by the left are painfully clear. They loathe the talented
because of their talent; they loathe the prosperous because of their prosperity. What
unsettles the left most about capitalism is its tendency to accord blessings to those who
work for them, to those who earn them, to those who deserve them. The Hunger
Banquet’s would-be proletarians were not so much bothered by the fact that ninety
percent starved as much as they could not stomach the sight of ten percent prospering.
—KL
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tween the individual and his community.
Conversely, an individual on the verge
of starvation in a socialist economy has dim
prospects. His continued existence relies on
the state’s benevolence— which depends
not only on the availability of booty for the
state to plunder but also on the competence
of its bureaucrats. One might die waiting for
a tardy welfare check while the state forbids
him to sell his labor in exchange for the
sustenance he craves. But, more likely, the
state’s failure has nothing to do with the
ineptitude of its bureaucrats but on their
unwillingness to help the public. Socialism’s
failure to produce wealth creates a pervasive climate of poverty in which needs exceed resources that can satisfy them. Ultimately, political connections become the
criteria for who receives the state’s kindness.
By making a spectacle of the ten percent eating catered meals, Oxfam re-iterates the common criticism of capitalism that
some individuals enjoy seemingly endless
wealth while others barely have enough to
survive— as if the two were somehow connected. But capitalism is not a zero-sum
game. One person’s prosperity does not
impede another’s ability to succeed. Quite
the contrary, it creates opportunities for
others to parallel the wealthy’s success.
Money’s sole value lies in its buying power,
realized only when it changes hands. Its
abundance facilitates the ‘trickle-down’
pattern that causes a constant redistribution
of wealth on the basis of merit. Only when
the state allocates income to citizens from a
central pool do limited resources mimic
slicing a pie, where one piece can only grow
if others shrink.
Oxfam’s affinity for socialism distinguishes these zealous activists from humanitarians concerned with bettering the
world. They engage in charity only to the
extent that it forwards a specific political
agenda and sing the virtues of helping the
poor only when the means of assistance are
consistent with their politics. Consequently,
Oxfam and the Big Charity establishment
are no longer agents of positive social
change. Philanthropy’s honeymoon with
leftism should give any individual with a
social conscience indigestion.
Mr. Levenberg is a sophomore majoring
in Philosophy.

Affirmative-Action Crack-up
Colin Kingsbury
“Look at CV’s of applicants thoroughly to
try to identify candidates of color; look
particularly at where applicants went to
undergraduate college, what professional
associations they belong to, from which
organizations awards were received, memberships in [national black] fraternities/
sororities….”
—Advice from the Manual of Procedures
for Faculty Searches

A

few years ago, a memo went out from
the desk of a high-ranking administrator announcing a new program. The University invited all departments to conduct a
search for an unusually qualified candidate
for hire from an under-represented group.
The department that found the best candidate won the right and funding to hire what
amounted to a bonus instructor. At the time,
none faulted the seemingly innocuous program or its honorable intent, unaware of the
dangerous path on which it set the faculty
hiring process.
The tremendous attention Tufts
pays to “diversity” and other
catchphrases ensures that every student
knows of the aggressive attitude the
University takes towards expanding representation of various minorities on the
faculty. Few, however, realize the extent to which a radical vanguard has
hijacked the hiring system and enshrined
within it the exact sort of prejudices
legislators created affirmative action to
destroy. While substantial anecdotal evidence and rumor around the Hill give
the occasional wink or nod to these
excesses, the true story behind them
remained, until now, largely off the public record, suggesting a concerted, active effort to deceive.
The Real Deal
Under normal circumstances, the series of events leading to the hire of a new
faculty member is quite simple. After a
position opens through attrition or expansion, department members determine the
qualifications necessary, advertise the position, and wait for the inevitable torrent of
applications. From this field a search committee culls out the best candidates, con-

ducts interviews, and issues its decision.
While priorities differ by position and department, the standards for hire in an “open”
search typically include institutions attended, past scholarly work, and plans for

“diversity” in the hiring process begs many
awkward questions. For instance, if both
blacks and women are under-represented,
does that make a black woman an even
more desirable candidate? How about a
handicapped Navajo lesbian?
This admittedly absurd exIn one case, Tufts officials made
ample leads to the unsettling
clear that Caucasians were not to
conclusion that in this system, a
person’s value at some point
be considered eligible candidates
becomes directly intertwined
for a one-year teaching position.
with race and/or sex. A halfJapanese half-German applithe future. Under this regime, “affirmative cant might receive only partial “diversity
action” consists primarily of efforts to en- credit.” Then again, if the lords of diversity
sure the selection process casts its net as decide Tufts needs more Eurasians, nonwide as possible and overlooks no qualified Eurasians might find Mr. Heinrich
minorities.
Yakamoto’s stock rising noticeably. In a
Since coming under new management, different time this sort of capricious treathowever, the intent of affirmative-action ment, directed against minorities, prompted
programs shifted from outreach to a new, the creation of affirmative action.
outcome-based approach. Race, gender, and
Another completely different issue
sexual orientation all became special quali- arises from the possibility that some benefifications in the hiring game. Special Assis- ciaries of preference programs designed
primarily to target disadvantaged groups
come from backgrounds as privileged
as any white male’s. Consider the immigrant son of an Argentinian ranch
owner, educated in America and raised
among the ruling upper class of Latin
America. Here he might receive the
same preferences created for children
of the Los Angeles barrio, or even be
placed ahead of a white male who faced
greater difficulties growing up in the
lower-middle class.
One immediately realizes from the
above scenarios that even if all agree to
extend special preference to job candidates on the basis of race, such a
The Office of “Equal” Opportunity
plentitude of unsettling situtations arises
tant to the President for Affirmative Action as to call into question the sensibility and
Michael Powell confirmed the existence of justice of these programs. The University
race-based preferences by stating that the reached no such conclusion; rather it emUniversity follows the 1978 Bakke ruling barked on a most extreme course of racial
which theoretically allows the use of race or preferences. The special program described
other comparable characteristics as a factor in the opening (known in the trade as a
in hiring decisions. While proponents of “window of opportunity search”) is but a
racial preferences employ a dizzying array lesser example of the ways in which race or
of euphemisms to cloak the essential nature sex can become a primary factor in hiring
of their initiatives, any assignment of value decisions.
based on exogenous factors constitutes disContinued on the next page.
crimination. The question of how to value
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Continued from the previous page.

ties to the classroom beyond their race or
sex. Advocates cite “different ideas,” “different perspectives,” and even “different
pedagogical styles” among the many assets
candidates from under-represented groups
offer the academic profession. While many
people could envision how a black might

Another type of search known as a
“targeted” or “directed” search takes racial
preferences to a far higher level. Powell
described such searches as merely “raceand gender-conscious,” but certainly not “race-exclusive.”
The only institutionalized racism
Whether he intended to engage in
dissembling or simple sophistry,
here is that inscribed upon the
Mr. Powell’s statement obscures
written and unwritten policies of
the fact that the unstated but unthis university.
mistakable goal of a directed
search is the selection for hire of a
candidate from an “under-represented” group. Methods vary, but may in- approach literature or history differently
clude increased advertising in minority-di- from a New England WASP, Powell sugrected journals, or “network searches,” gests that differences might exist “even [in]
which take the concept of the “old boys math and science.” Ex-Dean of Arts and
club” and use informal contacts to recruit Humanities Elizabeth Ammons typifies
from targeted groups. While untargeted another school of thought that cites “the
groups remain eligible to apply, satisfying depth and breadth of institutional racism at
Powell’s stated criteria would prove impos- Tufts” in support of race-based hiring stansible; that is, none could ever expect to dards. Powell hinted that in some cases,
receive a job offer.
faculty members on search committees
Anonymous sources within the Uni- might feel “uncomfortable” with hiring miversity tell troubling tales of administrators norities. What Powell and former Dean
requiring departments looking to fill posi- Ammons allege is not the nebulous “institutions to do so only through a directed search. tional bias,” but outright racism and/or sexIn at least one case, university
officials made clear that Caucasians (even female ones) were
not to be considered eligible candidates to fill a one-year teaching
position. As many as six departments including Music, Art History, Biology, and Romance Languages may, in fact, have been
forced to conduct searches of a
“race-exclusive” nature. This evidence, which directly contradicts
the testimony of many University officials, raises alarming
questions about the fairness of
Tufts’s hiring procedures. That
the number of directed searches
remains small in comparison to the more ism among the faculty, a sentiment sure to
than thirty total positions open over the receive a warm greeting from the many
same period of time in no way justifies their factious groups on campus eager to claim
existence. Big or small, all injustice grates their cut of the action.
on an institution so quick and proud as Tufts
Interestingly, Powell stated that the Unito lay claim to the moral high ground.
versity suspended all directed searches beginning this past year, a claim until recently
The Conflict Joined
corroborated by anonymous sources.
The typical line of reasoning used to Powell’s explanation dwelled little on spejustify such preferences asserts that people cifics but hinted at a widespread misunderfrom “diverse” groups bring unusual quali- standing among the faculty of the precise
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aim of directed searches, possibly arising
from an angry letter to The Tufts Daily last
fall. In an unexpected development, however, another source stepped forward to
state that his department only two weeks
ago discussed conducting what was in substance if not title a directed search. Whatever the highly debatable merits of the
University’s affirmative-action hiring
practices, the willingness of a key official to lie with the intent to cover up the
existence of controversial programs demonstrates both the suspect character of
those in charge and their recognition of
these policies’ injustice. In addition, evidence suggests that the University has
denied multiple requests to clarify in writing the specific terms of a directed search,
fearing creation of “Plaintiff’s Exhibit No.
1” for an anti-discrimination lawsuit.
Towards a True Healing
Ex-dean Elizabeth Ammons’s avowal
of “institutional racism at Tufts” rings strikingly true, yet not in the way she meant it.
While elements of racism almost certainly
exist here on the Hill, the only institutionalized racism is that inscribed upon the written and unwritten policies of this university,
policies eulogised and sworn to by the very
figures who decry racial injustice.
Only this realization can form a
basis for understanding the true
nature of Tufts’s hypocritical positions on racial issues. Ultimately,
Ballou’s demand for outcomebased affirmative action insults not
only those it discriminates against,
but those who reap its benefits.
Regardless of the circumstances
of his hire, every faculty member
from a recognized “diverse” group
must always confront the suspicion of the general population, and
sometimes even himself, that race
or some other superficial factor
played a strong role in his hire.
While America’s record of racial inequities and injustices must be confronted in our
time, the approach we take must focus on
eliminating the evils of discrimination, not
just changing the face of the oppressors.
Likewise, we must take great care so that in
the noble pursuit of equality, we do not all
sell ourselves into slavery.
Mr. Kingsbury is a junior
majoring in Economics.

Vita Sine Dolo
Chris Weinkopf

L

ate in 1994 I wrote in these pages that anointed “socially conscious.” In 1995, but could not object. Even though two of its
“feminist activists have succeeded in Joycelyn Elders triumphantly announced be- editors were in her class, THE PRIMARY
convincing the American public that to be fore a full Cabot Auditorium, “I am pro- SOURCE took the professor to task, comanti-abortion is to be anti-woman.” No- choice.” It was hardly news— the former plaining in a “commentary” that unless she
where more so than at Tufts, where the Surgeon General’s beliefs were well known— would permit an open discussion, she had
relativist liberal establishment recognizes nor was it poignant— Elders only declared no business using her bully pulpit to adone absolute truth: a woman’s “right to
vance a political agenda. She never
choose.” No shibboleth is held more
wore the pin to class again.
sacred, guarded so vigorously, or proFor THE SOURCE it was a rare
Paying lip service to pro-choice
moted as aggressively. This is the univictory, but hardly the only time
sympathies is a sure-fire way to gain
versity that in the past few years alone
members of this journal held their
has sponsored pro-abortion speeches
ground, even at the peril of selfeasy entrance to the club of the selfby Patricia Ireland, Joycelyn Elders,
interest. That vigilance has added
anointed “socially conscious.”
and Henry Foster; it has granted honimmeasurably to intellectual life on
orary degrees to Roe v. Wade author
the Hill. Without THE SOURCE playHarry Blackmun and feminist icon Gloria her conviction, she didn’t defend it. But the ing the role of loyal opposition, campus
Steinem; but it has not once invited a pro- assembled audience gave her a loud, effusive discourse, especially on this critical subject,
life speaker. Professors and students almost round of applause, the likes of which one would go no deeper than the shallow platiuniformly toe the administration’s pro- usually encounters at AA meetings after some- tudes poli-sci professors attach to their wardchoice line, and even the campus chaplains one announces the tenth anniversary of his robes. Although there are some committed,
are reluctant to articulate the moral impera- sobriety.
thoughtful pro-choicers at Tufts (even a few
tives their faiths prescribe. There is but one
In the classroom the pep rally contin- on THE PRIMARY SOURCE), most students
voice at Tufts that defends life without ues. Earlier that year one Political Science parrot the slogans only because it is the easy
apology or chagrin, THE PRIMARY SOURCE.
professor began the semester by wearing to and socially acceptable thing to do. FollowIn my first act as editor-in-chief (1993), class, every day, a pin urging the world to ing my first semester as editor, I was acI put before the staff a resolution to amend “defend a woman’s right to choose.” Her costed at a party by an angry classmate who
the journal’s constitution, namely, to strike
thought it his duty to “grill” me on my profrom it a clause that prohibited the publicalife stance. How dare I question the constition of articles defending legalized abortutionality of Roe v. Wade, he asked. Didn’t
tion. The pro-choice position, I argued, can
I know how important it is for women to
be supported on conservative small-gov“control their own bodies?”
ernment grounds, and so THE SOURCE, as a
“Where does the Constitution grant the
refuge for all students right of center, inright to abortion?” I inquired.
cluding country-club Republicans and
“Women of all colors and sexualities
starry-eyed libertarians, should continue its
should be able to—”
policy of tolerating dissent within its ranks,
“OK, I’ll make it easy for you. What
even on this crucial issue. The publication
does the Supreme Court say is the Constitutional underpinning of the right to aborwould still champion the pro-life cause in
tion?”
its unsigned editorials, but individual au“Whether they’re lesbian, or bisexual,
thors could protest under their own byline.
or black—”
The amendment passed, with only one vote
I interrupted the poorly conceived alagainst.
beit well-rehearsed rant once more. “Be
Such acts of forbearance are, of course,
honest, you’ve never read Roe v. Wade,
unilateral. It is impossible to imagine the
have you?” He looked at me bashfully,
Women’s Center allowing a pro-life presentaregained his composure, and then issued a
tion at its “Beyond the Classroom” collonew aphorism: “There’s nothing wrong with
quium, or the administration conferring an
honorary degree on Antonin Scalia. Uttering course had nothing to do with abortion, so it Roe v. Wade, it’s just what the Bush Court
an anti-abortion sentiment within such circles would have been inappropriate (and be- has done to it.”
is an immediate invitation to ostracism and cause some professors are known to penalridicule. Conversely, paying lip service to ize for political incorrectness, unwise) for a
Please see “Life,”
continued on page 38.
pro-choice sympathies is a sure-fire way to pro-life student to challenge her view. She
gain easy entrance to the club of the self- enjoyed a captive audience that had to listen
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Edmund Burke and Modern Conservatism
Martin Menke

A

s anyone familiar with the history of process are responsible for the welfare of earner lacks intelligence or fails to realize
conservatism knows, the writings of the masses. He would insist that most of that old age bears financial risks, but beEdmund Burke (1729-1797) constitute some those who do not vote, and many of those cause he lacks the long-term perspective of
of the most eloquent definitions of
someone with the education and
conservatism crafted in English. Burke
The Burkean notion of individual awareness of his own place in the
is most famous for his Reflections on
course of his family, his commuresponsibility as a hallmark of nity, and his society.
the Revolution in France, published
in 1790. Less well known are his pieces
The Burkean notion of indiconservatism has important
in defense of the American War of
vidual responsibility as a hallmark
implications for the twenty-first of conservatism has important imIndependence, in which he argues that
the colonists legitimately used force
century.
plications for the twenty-first cento claim their rights as English cititury. Burke would quite possibly
zens. Given the British Crown’s refusal to who do, lack the sense of obligation, the approve of a fiscally sound national health
cede these rights, the colonists were justi- awareness of their own role in society, nec- scheme. He would probably reject a system
fied in establishing their own government essary to play a decisive role in guiding the funded solely by the public, favoring into pursue them. Were Burke alive today, nation. But, Burke would be quick to add, stead one that requires the individual to
however, he would be hard pressed to rec- that does not entitle those who do guide provide for the eventuality of ill health.
ognize American conservatives as adher- society, those who rule, to exploit their Furthermore, despite his own record of fisents to his ideas, indeed, as conservatives at compatriots.
cal prudence as British Paymaster-General,
all.
For, as Burke so eloquently wrote, “We Burke would reject welfare reform in its
Burke’s conservatism is an ideology of know, and what is better, we feel inwardly, current state. His sense of communal recommunalism, in which each member has that religion is the basis of civil society and sponsibility would preclude such a massive
his place, in which equality exists only the source of all good and of all comfort.” reduction of charity motivated primarily by
before God. According to Burke, an aristoc- Judeo-Christian morality demands that fiscal interests clothed in moral garb, alracy is necessary as the ballast which keeps Americans aid and assist one another. Those though he would concede that individuals
the ship of state on an even keel. In general, best able to do so, be it with their own should bear greater responsibility for their
America’s founding famaterial resources or with own livelihood. Public-service requirements
thers would have distheir ability to influence and other measures designed to provide the
agreed with none of these
policy-making, are mor- individual with the tools to earn a living
ideas. In the truest sense
ally obligated to serve so- would earn his approval. Today’s culture
of the word, Washingciety by leading it. Burke that teaches self-fulfillment as a moral goal
ton, Hancock, Hamilton,
realized that most people, makes it impossible to achieve meaningful
and even Jefferson were
including the majority of reforms in the areas of abortion, welfare
aristocrats. And yet,
the American electorate, reform, school prayer, and the worsening
American conservatives
many members of which crisis of an impoverished urban underclass.
have
undermined
have some education and This is equally true for America’s search to
Burkean ideas with their
a measurable vested in- define its current role as the world’s sole
enshrinement of two funterest in the country’s wel- global power. With horror, Burke would
damentally revolutionfare, will look after nei- criticize the destruction of the Balkan counary notions: the prejudither the greater interests t
r
i
e
s
’
cial separation of church
of society nor, conse- centuries-old cultural heritage and the deciand state and, even more
quently, their own good. mation of its largely innocent population.
deleterious, the admiration of rugged indiAmerica’s rugged individualism, maniBurke’s conservatism also has special
vidualism.
fest today in the libertarian band on the right meaning for today’s academy. If by graduThe hallmark of Burke’s understand- end of the political spectrum, is therefore ating students from colleges and graduate
ing of conservatism is a profound sense of not at all conservative. Burke would scoff at schools, the trustees of America’s universiresponsibility. The humbling awareness of the idea that the average citizen can weigh ties are preparing students to care for themall that is greater than oneself— God, coun- the result of his actions in all its conse- selves, their families, and their communitry, and tradition— make membership in quences. Someone working for little more
Please see “Burke,”
the aristocracy a heavy burden rather than a than minimum wage can hardly be expected
continued on page 38.
leisurely privilege. Regarding contempo- to consider adequately the need to plan for
rary America, Burke would argue that those his own old age, much less for the education
few who participate actively in the political of his children— not because a low-income
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The Post-College Conservative
Matthew Fountain

I

n May of 1995, I graduated from Tufts with no consideration of its economic imUniversity with a degree in Biology. Since pact, nor any compensation to the landownmy graduation, I have been employed for a ers punished by such laws. My experiences
year as a laboratory technician for the pri- over the last two years have given me a
vate water utility serving Indianapolis; I deeper love and respect for the Constitution
also have many financial investments in the of the United States. It is the principle docustock, bond, and mutual-fund markets; and I have my own network
Institutions of higher learning
marketing business. I would describe
myself as a Bible-believing Christeach their students what to think,
tian who is both profoundly deaf and
and urge making decisions on the
a conservative.
basis of strictly emotional appeals.
Like most people, there is more
to one’s background than meets the
eye, and I am no exception. In the spirit of ment that binds Americans to live in accor“diversity” that Tufts so loves, I could be dance with the rule of law. Because the
politically correct and talk about my deaf- nation no longer lives by the principles that
ness, or be politically incorrect and talk our forefathers laid down, it suffers the
about how my Christian faith came about as consequences— economically, socially, and
a freshman at Tufts (of all places!). A spiritually. We need only look at what is
student’s experiences at college— a time of happening to our spineless Congress, our
educational, personal, political, and spiri- dishonest President, and the moral situation
tual development— should be (and usually in America to see that citizens no longer
are) tested by the “real world” experiences regard freedom as a privilege to be shoulof one’s post-college years. It is my obser- dered with responsibility and critical thinkvation that most colleges and universities ing. Instead, today’s “freedom” is the extoday, Tufts included, fail to train their pectation of security at the expense of othstudents how to think for themselves by ers through government.
critically analyzing specific beliefs. Instead,
True freedom is when one can pursue
institutions of higher learning
teach their students what to think,
and urge making decisions on the
basis of strictly emotional appeals.
It was a culture shock to come
back to Indianapolis, despite the
conservatism that I held at Tufts.
On the Hill I had lived among
peers who embraced the liberalism that embodies Tufts as an
institution. In many ways, I have
found Indianapolis’s generally
conservative principles a breath
of fresh air after the liberalism
that I had lived with for four years.
By liberal, I mean the liberalism
that embodies socialism, even communism, his life, liberty, and happiness as he sees fit,
cloaked in the false freedoms promised when so long as he does not harm others. I did not
government is seen as a necessary part of always see it that way. Indeed, my teenage
the solution to any problem.
conservatism was quite similar to modern
Since I left college, I have heard more liberalism. Much like the socialist who views
and more stories of the out-of-control gov- the federal government as a tool for his
ernment bureaucracy, such as zealous en- means, I thought that Washington was the
forcement of the Endangered Species Act protector of moral laws, like school prayer

and illegal abortion. But, during college and
in the two years since graduation, I began to
realize that these views square neither with
the principles of the Constitution nor the
way morality is taught and practiced in
society. Because the Constitution severely
limits the power of Washington, it does
not give me, or anyone else, the right to
petition laws on the federal level to
regulate moral behavior. The Tenth
Amendment, however, permits us to
petition for such laws locally. The federalist design allows legislation to differ from state to state according to the
preferences of the local culture. You might
say that I am Republican on the state level
and Libertarian on the national level. That
way, freedom is preserved while respecting
the existence of cultural and moral practices
around the country, whether in Cambridge,
Massachusetts, or Rockford, Illinois.
The danger to the American system is
that this position requires both analytical
thinking and a high regard for constitutional principles— both of which are
shunned on the modern college campus. As
Thomas Sowell notes, “Too many colleges
and universities... see their role as that of
brainwashing students with politically correct conclusions, rather than
teaching them the skills of logical analysis and systematic use of
evidence to reach their own conclusions.” Without critical thinking, students are likely to succumb to demagogical politics
before graduation and after. They
accept one-size-fits-all big-government programs that disregard
the decentralized framework the
nation’s founders so carefully
devised. But without adherence
to the principles laid out in our
ruling document, we lose the factors that provide for an outstanding country in which citizens are truly free.
Mr. Fountain, A’95, served as Arts and
Graphics Editor. He currently lives and works
in Indianapolis, Indiana.
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The Primary Source in Verse:
December 1991

December 14, 1995

Reitman, Assoc. Dean of Students
sung to the tune of “Rudolph the Red-Nosed Reindeer”

Poli Sci
sung to the tune of “Silver Bells”
Office hours, useless courses,
Any news on the courts?
Yet everyone thinks they’re important.

You know Stalin and Hitler, and Ghengis and Castro,
Pol Pot and Lenin, Ortega and Nero,
But do you recall, the most famous despot of all?
Reitman, Assoc. Dean of Students,
Had a very shiny head,
And if you ever saw him,
You might even wish him dead.
All of the other despots,
Used to laugh and call him names,
They never let poor Reitman,
Join in any fascist games.
Then one foggy May Day eve,
Reitman came to say,
“No more trials for oppressive whites,
Students have no judicial rights!”
Then how the despots loved him,
As they shouted out with glee,
“Reitman, Assoc. Dean of Students,
You’ll go down in infamy!”

December 8, 1993
Learnin’ in a Multi-Culti Land
sung to the tune of “Walkin’ in a
Winter Wonderland”
Gay belles sing — required listening.
The can(n)on’s pink — the paint is glistening.
Political correct,
Academic neglect,
Learnin’ in a Multi-Culti land.
In the class we’ll bemoan oppression,
We’ll blame everyone who’s white.
We’ll chant trite little slogans,
Much like “Take back the night.”
Rewrite the past— our revision.
Inflate the grades— our decision.
Deconstruct the great works,
Read poems by jerks,
Learnin’ in a Multi-Culti land.

Polling data, Model UN,
Profs who get their kin jobs,
And faculty quoting each other.
Rob Devigne, Eichenberg:
You’ve got to get past their courses!
Active-positive, passive-negative
What a huge waste of time!
But the students think that they’re learning.
Silly papers, worthless theories,
Reading no one should do,
And ev’ryone’s sleeping through lectures.
Compare, contrast,
Mobilize,
Theses that start with “My purpose...”
Poli Sci?
What a lie!
It’s time to scrap the department.

December 15, 1994
Walkin’ in Kennedy Country Land
sung to the tune of “Walkin’ in a Winter
Wonderland”
Welfare checks, keep on bouncin’
Democrat hacks, keep announcin’
That one more tax hike
Is hard to dislike
Walkin’ in Kennedy Country Land.
On the Hill we’ll pass regulations
That will help the meek and urban poor
We’ll give ‘em condoms and syringes
And pay ‘em to have kiddies by the score.
Social spending, people want it;
Lot’s of taxing, they demand it;
Put the kids in day-care centers,
Lower costs for all the renters,
Walkin’ in Kennedy Country Land.
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December 16, 1992
Joy to World Civ!
sung to the tune of “Joy to the World!”
Joy to World Civ!
The end is near
Let every Freshmyn scream!
Let every Jumbo
Bore out a canoe
And learn why camels spit...
Why Greeks wince when they sit
Thank Candace Greenberg
For all this... stuff.

December 16, 1992
Knable, Knable, Knable
sung to the tune of “Dreidel,
Dreidel, Dreidel!”
We have a Dean of Students
Who loves diversity
Her big career ambition:
Define community.
Knable, Knable, Knable
With only a B.A.
Your degree was for music —
So go blow a tuba!

The Primary Source CLASSICS The Primary Source CLASSICS The Primary Source CLASSICS The Primary Source

Seven Years of Christmas Carols
December 1991

A Visit From St. Feminism

December 14, 1995
God Rest Ye, Lazy Bureaucrats
sung to the tune of “God Rest Ye, Merry Gentlemen”

’Twas the night before Christmas, and all through Tufts College
God rest ye lazy bureaucrats
All the students were studying in a search for some knowledge.
Have you no work to do?
Suitcases were packed and sat by the door
You love to spend the entire day asleep inside Ballou.
As students hoped their exams would be no more.
You always leave the building at a quarter after two.
The students had nightmares while snug in their beds,
Go to lunch, we surely won’t miss you!
While visions of finals muddled their heads.
Won’t miss you!
Now, Bobbie in her kerchief and Bruce in his cap
Go to lunch, we surely won’t miss you!
Had just settled down for a long winter’s nap.
Away to the bedroom they’s flown like a flash.
He started to shutter as she threw off her sash,
December 12, 1996
When out on The Knoll there arose such a clatter
Marryin’
in
Ole Hawaii-Land
Bruce jumped to the window to see what was the matter.
sung
to
the
tune
of “Walkin’ in a Winter WonThe flames on the roof of the now blazing dorm
derland”
Gave an eerie light to a far-away form.
When what to his wondering eyes was in sight,
Gay bells preen,
But eight sniveling feminists chanting “Take Back the Night.”
Men are kissing,
Since there was no driver and no clear objective,
The groom’s a queen,
He knew it must be that ole’ Womyn’s Collective.
Ring-bearer’s missing,
More rapid than harpies the coursers they came,
Two brides, no grooms,
Blowing whistles and shouting and calling their name.
Insem’nate their wombs,
“Now, Bobbie, now Brucie, get rid of the males.
Marryin’ in Ole Hawaii-Land.
Expel and suspend, throw them out on their tails!
To the top of the steps, to the peak of the Hill,
In Oahu courts make it official,
If we see any men, we have orders to kill.”
Marriage means whatev’r you want.
So up to the hilltop the coursers they flew
You’ll wed a guy, a gal, or snowman,
And alit on the doorstep in front of Ballou.
Get luck-y, you can even bed your aunt!
And, then in a twinkling Bruce heard and he saw
The clicking and scratching of each little claw.
Exchange the vows,
As he turned around and drew in his head,
Put on some leather.
Bobbie was lumbering out of the bed,
Latex love
“What’s that horrendous noise that I hear?
Lasts forever.
Is it something to dread. Is it something to fear?”
This que-er sight,
“It’s merely the feminists downstairs having fun.
Is ev’ryone’s right,
Let’s go down and join them now that we’re done.”
Marryin’ in Ole Hawaii-Land.
Their eyes shone forth with that possessed glare,
And Bruce fell and fainted
when he saw their leg hair.
December 1990
They spit in his face until he
December 1990
God Rest Ye, Merry Communists
awoke, / And with his attenUp on the Hilltop
sung to the tune of “God Rest Ye, Merry
tion they came close and
sung to the tune of “Up on the Hilltop”
Gentlemen”
spoke. / “Expel all the men.
Expel now and fast. / Every
Up on the hilltop, reindeer pause,
God rest ye, merry Communists,
damned one. Down to the
Down fell good ol’ Santa Claus,
Let nothing you dismay,
last.” / Then they drew back
Down in the snow with a hole in his chest,
The US colleges want you,
and turned right around, /
He was undiverse, now he’s laid to rest,
And they’re willing to pay.
And Bruce got up off the
Ho, Ho, Ho, who wouldn’t know,
So careful, all you moms and dads,
cold hard ground. / But, he
Ho, Ho, Ho, Santa had to go,
Don’t send your kids away.
heard them exclaim as they
Up on the hilltop, Bang, Bang, Bang,
O to read of Len-in and Marx,
marched out of sight, /“Down
Shot in the chest by the Diversity Gang.
Len-in and Marx,
with all men and Take Back
O to read of Len-in and Marx.
the Night.”
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THE PRIMARY SOURCE in Verse
Chuck Marks, E&A‘91
February 1990

April 1990

We Are Illin’

The Big Goose Egg

It seems the whole world has gone insane.
It lies in the power of Diversity’s Thane.
It has come to pass, that which we most did dread:
Diversity’s the victor, morality is dead.
Freedom is sacrificed for a “higher” ideal.
To the Diversity Demon, now must we kneel.
Now the rule of conformity rules our fates.
Woe! What has put us in these dire straits?
We spoke our minds, stated some facts;
That’s what put us under Diversity’s ax.
The Diversity Demon has established his rule,
And now expects us to play the fool.
But no matter how strong the Demon’s will,
The Diversity attitude will still make me ill.

Democracy has triumphed one more time,
Hear the story, set down in rhyme.
MASSPIRG sought money with one last plea,
Twenty-two thousand, perhaps twenty-three.
Coordinators and offices, expenses galore,
Depreciation, “miscellaneous,” and much much more.
The budget was ludicrous, funny at best,
Typical funding from the MASSPIRG pest.
The padding was blatant, without even a gloss.
Instead, ominous references to the big PIRG boss.
What was this money intended to do?
They wanted to pester and petition anew.
But they didn’t obtain the money they sought.
What they finally received was naught point naught naught.
The big goose egg was all that they got.
For the likes of them, that’s still a lot.

October 1989

They Sold Their Souls
In a dark magic rite, up on the quad,
Bobbie and Bruce called up the Diversity God.
They saw a pillar of light appear on the Hill;
A voice rang out “Yo man! Dis be ma will!”
With a flash of light they brought this farce,
From the deep dark depths of their collective arse.
Each to Diversity did sell her/his soul,
Then ran these commandments up the Eaton flagpole.
1: In matter of gender here is the plan:
When writing “wo-” end in “-myn” not “-man.”
2: When choosing T-shirts blank is the best;
Anything else, you’re under arrest.
3: That stupid movie all will be made to see,
And after, all dissenters shot shall be.
4: In race and ethnicity: be not white.
They personally put the other in their current plight.
5: Womyn are the pillars of our civilization.
Mention cooking or cleaning: immediate castration.
6: In “Sexual Orientation”: be not straight;
But homo, les, or bi? Well, that’s just great!
7: If like a girl don’t ask for a date,
Follow her to Wessell and masturbate.
8: In religious creed: Judeo-Christian be not!
They are the center of the oppressive plot.
9: Liberal groups nurture and groom;
Conservative scum, send to their doom.
10: You shall hear and obey Tufts Thought Police,
And always remember, “War is Peace.”
So says the banner over the quad
Declaring the will of the Diversity God.
We dare not protest, we dare not speak.
One wave of their wand and oppressors are weak.
But the Diversity God, their souls shall take,
And no true scholar shall mourn at their wake.
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On the Marks
Ted Levinson

W

hen “They Sold Their Souls” appeared in the October, 1989
issue of THE PRIMARY SOURCE, it caused a campus uproar. Remember, campus uproars were as common in this era as tubes of Clearisil were
in high school (or as fountain-pen gifts at a Bar Mitzvah or as pasta at the
dining halls or as hair spray at a Somerville Sweet Sixteen party or as AIDS
in a Bangkok bawdyhouse or as Birkenstocks at an Eco-conference).
Students and administrators accused him and THE SOURCE of parodying
black slang with the line, “Yo man! Dis be ma will.” Nowadays, ironically,
these same people would probably laud him for accurately capturing the
essence of Ebonics. Actually, Marks was only trying to portray the
Diversity God as uneducated. Any connections made between that and
blacks were the result of fertile minds eager to take offense.
It has been so many years since the first publication of Chuck Marks’s
poem that many of the events referred to deserve footnotes. The mention
of T-shirts hearkens to one student’s entrepreneurial creation, “Top Ten
Reasons why Beer is Better than Women.” This piece of haute couture
landed the poor fellow a suspension that was later revoked. The “stupid
movie” is I’m Different, You’re Different, We’re all OK, once a staple of
the Orientation program— soon to be released on videotape. The reference
to self-stimulation involved a bizarre incident where a young man gave his
pickle a tickle right in the library stacks. One year later, he repeated his feat
in public while still avoiding identification or capture.
Sadly, however, the essence of the poem needs no clarification
because the Diversity God and his minions still reign supreme at Tufts.
Mr. Levinson, A’93, served as editor in Fall 1992.
He currently lives and works in New York City.

A Honeymoon Past
Ananda Gupta

W

hat’s the difference between a libertarian and a conservative? The labels’ implicit vagueness combined with
modern politicking have made it more difficult to distinguish the two in recent years.
Clinton’s co-opting of Republican issues—
not to mention the GOP’s own failure to
adhere to conservative ideals— muddle the
distinction further. And the origins of the
word “conservative,” safely ensconced in
resistance to change, do not describe the
spineless pols who stalk the Capitol’s halls.
To compare anything to conservatism requires a reasonably clear idea of what it
means to be conservative. Unfortunately,
such an idea does not always readily present
itself.
Defining “libertarian” runs into similar
problems. Many of the libertarian
movement’s idols actively shun the label,
opting for “classical liberal” (Friedrich
Hayek) or just plain “liberal” (Milton Friedman). But, unlike conservatism,
libertarianism’s core idea can be succinctly
stated: the state should protect life, liberty,
and property, and do nothing else. This
provides at least a contrast. Conservative
politicians rarely make a secret of their
willingness to use the state’s authority in an
activist role.
A Thin Label
Hayek observed a major difference
between conservatives and libertarians:
namely, that conservatives concern themselves less with limits on authority and
more with its wise use. The conservative
“believes that if government is in the hands
of decent men, it ought not be too much
restricted by rigid rules.” Hayek wrote that
sentence perhaps forty years ago, but one
can see it in conservative attitudes today.
Certainly, few on the right objected to
Reagan’s invasion of Grenada without congressional permission or Bush’s invasion of
Panama. Similarly, Newt Gingrich’s waffling on congressional term limits after the
1994 GOP sweep— and his current betrayal
of tax cuts— reveals his false commitment
to genuine restrictions on political careerism.
The problem with the view lies in the
meaning of “decent.” Most traditional conservatives would characterize as decent a

politician who judiciously and reluctantly
uses his powers to further the ends of the
American people. In a democracy, however, political offices only go to those who
seek them, and those who actively seek
power generally do not possess the reluc-

and guaranteed by God. While no one can
say for sure what is and is not guaranteed by
God, one can certainly make a case for, say,
the right to life’s self-evidence. Hayek thus
argues that the libertarian can both reject
relativism and accept principled disagreement in society by appealing to
In a democracy political offices go to his own lack of knowledge
about the nature of whatever
those who seek them, and those who absolutes are not self-evident.
Finally, Hayek makes a fasactively seek power generally don’t
cinating comment: “I somepossess the reluctant disposition.
times feel that the most conspicuous attribute of [libertaritant disposition. Therefore, it is unlikely anism] that distinguishes it as much from
that government will remain in the hands of conservatism as from socialism is the view
‘decent’ people for all or even most of the that moral beliefs concerning matters of
time.
conduct which do not directly interfere with
the protected sphere of other persons do not
Engineering Morals
justify coercion. This may also explain why
Hayek touches all too briefly on the it seems so much easier for the repentant
central division between modern conserva- socialist to find a new spiritual home in the
tives and libertarians— that of morals legis- conservative fold than in the [libertarian].”
lation and paternalism. He stipulates that, in Here he directly charges that conservatives
a free society, different sets of values are express a desire for social engineering.
inevitable
Such an accusathough some
tion proves valid when
may very well be
one separates the ideal
wrong, misconservative from the
guided, or just
modern conservative
absurd. If they
‘statesmen’ who have
are not tolerated,
repeatedly backed
the society cancompulsory prayer in
not be peaceful.
school, initiated and
In this way,
continued the War on
Hayek recogDrugs, called for cennizes the possisorship of pornogrability for prinphy, enacted trade
cipled disagreebarriers, and instituted
ment. Conservaredistributive welfare
tives are more reprograms. The docThe temple of the new “conservatives”
luctant to do so.
trine of the social enBut if one recognizes principled disagree- gineer is the most disturbing overlap bement, Hayek argues, moral and religious tween the mainstream “conservative” and
ideals are “not proper objects of coercion.” the socialist. They simply disagree about
The Austrian treads a fine line here, which programs to compel individuals to
though his appeal to relativism is not as real accept.
as it seems. The existence of moral or reliPlease see “Past,”
gious absolutes does not guarantee perfect
continued on page 42.
human knowledge of their nature. Thomas
Jefferson dodged that problem by simply
stating that the rights to life, liberty, and the
pursuit of happiness are both self-evident
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“Burke,” continued from page 32.
“Life,” contiuned from page 31.
“Really? Which cases do you have in
mind?”
Silence. “Can you even tell me which
justices Bush appointed?”
I was rebuffed with “You guys are just
sick,” after which he rejoined his friends,
telling them, while I was still within earshot, how obviously right he was.
And so it is only in THE SOURCE that the
complex and inconvenient questions, such
as the relative values of life and liberty, the
limits of individual autonomy, and the meaning of personal responsibility— the sort of
questions carefree students at a sexually
active college hate to consider— are examined thoroughly. Elsewhere, it’s just more
bumper-sticker boilerplate, such as the Daily
columnist who opined earlier this year that
if you don’t like abortion, then “don’t have
one.” (Sure, and if you don’t like capital
punishment, don’t get executed; and if rape
isn’t your cup of tea, don’t get raped either.)
But if the University benefits from the
SOURCE’s embrace of a minority opinion,
the publication does not. Young conservatives are few and far between, so recruitment is extremely important, and difficult.
On several occasions during my days at the
helm I was approached by would-be staffers who refrained from signing on due to the
social stigma of having their names on a
pro-life magazine’s masthead. Among those
who do join, most are pro-choice (including
the majority of recent editors-in-chief), until hearing pro-life arguments (unavailable
in classrooms or the other student media)
from senior editors. There is no doubt that
THE PRIMARY SOURCE could attract a larger
following and diminish its reputation as
community pariah by turning a blind eye to
abortion’s manifold horrors. That is, after
all, the logic of the abortion culture— convenience before obligation, expedience before truth. THE SOURCE, however, has always cared more about being right than
being popular. May it continue for 15 years
more.
Mr. Weinkopf, A’95, served as editor from
1993-1994. He is currently the editor of
National Review Online
(http://www.nationalreview.com) and
hosts an Internet-based live audio
talk show (http://www.grit.com).

ties, then every course, no matter what the
subject, no matter what level, must include
a discussion of private and public virtue.
Before graduating, every engineer must
confront the responsibility he bears for his
work. Each International Relations major
should be required to think of the human
costs of modern politics. All education that
is more than the acquisition of skills and
knowledge must also form character. While
religion and philosophy departments bear
special responsibility in this endeavor, all
courses should contribute to the development of the individual as part of something
infinitely greater than itself.
This is not to say that formation ends
with graduation. Burke’s Christian understanding of human life would reject such a
conclusion. Formation is foremost a question of moral development. When one expands Burke’s understanding of the role
religion should play in society to include
Judaism and Islam, with which Christianity
shares much of its social teaching, one must
note that the prevalent religions in America
today are all communal religions, i.e., religions based on a profound sense of responcivilization could not exist. Animals go into
heat; responsible humans choose their mates
selectively. If gay activists sought to fight
the widespread notion that homosexuals,
especially gay males, act from animal instinct, they would redirect their movement’s
emphasis away from sex.
The argument that attraction to the same
sex is a genetic trait and not merely a frivolous choice has many supporters, though
bisexuality and transgender practices do
much to discredit such reasoning. Nevertheless, if the theory really holds water, gayrights advocates should reallocate their resources to disperse more information on the
genetics behind queerdom to help non-gays
better understand and accept them. A debate over the morality of homosexuality
would only prove futile, but even the Catholic Church advocates showing compassion
for gays, believing homosexual inclinations
involuntary.
Gays often contend that society’s contempt for homosexuality is misplaced, and
that there also exists much promiscuity
within heterosexual ranks. Surely since the
1960s America’s morality has been on a
steady decline. If it were not for the AIDS
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sibility not only of the individual for the
individual, but also of the individual for the
greater good. Religion, then, cannot be divorced from one’s opinions on public social
policy.
None of this means, however, that Burke
would want to restrict the individual’s freedom, much less that he would want prevailing religious norms imposed upon all of
society’s members. Rather, Burke’s conservatism motivates the individual by its
emphasis on obligation and duty. Conservatism is not reaction, it is an ideology
based on a deep-seated sense of responsibility and a conviction that society’s members
owe a debt to their ancestors, their contemporaries, and their successors. Only when
this moral sense of responsibility, which the
founding fathers shared, revives in American politics will the country’s social and
political ills be cured.
Dr. Menke, A’90, served as co-editor from
1988 to 1990. He is currently a Post-Doctoral
Fellow at Boston College and will begin a
professorship at Rivier College in Nashua,
New Hampshire, this fall.

scare, levels of all sexual activity would be
through the roof. With bad parenting and
divorce as the rule, not the exception, and
with less and less considered taboo, kids are
no longer satiated by traditional forms of
entertainment. Instead violence, drugs, and
sex seem to be the only sources of thrills
today. Though heterosexuals are culpable
for most of America’s moral decline, this
does not excuse the gay contributions, nor
does it grant homosexuals a carte blanche
to contribute to it.
Supporters of Gaypril are guilty of hypocrisy. While they hope to remove the
stigma society puts on gays and encourage
straights to look beyond sexual orientation,
they glorify gays’ sexual acts, and flaunt an
offensive behavior in front of those they try
to win over. Many straights would like to
ignore gays’ private practices, would the
TLGBC and Gaypril advocates only show
some discretion.
Mr. Popick is a sophomore
majoring in Political Science.
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The PC Trinity: Dong, Knable, and Elders
Chris Weinkopf
Originally published 3/9/95

“D

o you believe,” I had hoped to ask
former Surgeon General Joycelyn
Elders, “that character should be an important criterion in the selection of public officials?”
Although she refused to hear, let alone
respond to my question, she unwittingly
answered it nevertheless. During her recent
visit to the Hill, Dr. Elders defended politicians of dubious morality (but unquestionable liberalism) and demonstrated
an unabashed hostility towards anyone who
disagreed with her. My question required
no answer; Dr. Elders’s contempt for intellectual discourse and disregard for the moral
accountability of political leaders were obvious.
Before refusing to listen to my question, Elders interrupted my background comments no fewer than nine times in two and
a half minutes. Ironically, The Observer
had previously championed Elders’s address as indicative of the administration’s
commitment to providing “the diverse perspectives and ideas” that “add to our open
and still expanding minds.” The Observer’s
exuberance proved woefully unfounded.
The hostile environment created by Dr.
Elders’s arrogance made meaningful dialogue impossible, but such was seemingly
the intent of Tufts Lecture Series and the
university administration.
Dr. Elders’s speech was dishonestly
and possibly illegally managed by Lecture
Series chair Sherry Dong, who used the
opportunity to funnel TCU money to her
handpicked favorite charities. The address
was not classified under the Dean of Students’ “Controversial Speakers Policy,”
despite meeting all of the stated criteria and
the frequent placement of conservative
presentations in the same category. By holding conservative speeches to a more stringent standard than their liberal counterparts, Dean Knable and her underlings are
guilty of allowing politics to interfere with
their professional responsibilities. Through
its poor planning and delivery, not to mention its intellectual bankruptcy, Dr. Elders’s
speech was an egregious waste of university time and money.

Duplicitous Dong
Like Dr. Elders, Sherry Dong is none
too eager to provide adequate answers to
tough questions. When I asked Dong if she
knew how much her organization paid the

Why were Dong’s answers so evasive?
Probably because she sensed impending
controversy over her selection of two Asian
groups as the charitable beneficiaries of
Elders’s address. A critical “Editor’s View”
by David Meyers in last
Daily questioned the
Dr. Elders’s contempt for intellectual Monday’s
propriety of giving proceeds
discourse and disregard for the from the Elders lecture to Asian
moral accountability of political charities when the event was
touted as a celebration of
leaders were obvious.
women’s and black history
months. But Dong’s impropriformer Surgeon General to speak, she re- eties exceed her erroneous choice of politiplied, “I do, but I think that’s confidential.” cally correct causes; she also violated TCU
I pressed on: Is it standard Lecture budget regulations.
Series policy not to disclose honoraria? “I
“In order to donate to a charity,” says
don’t know if it’s some policy or not,” TCU Treasurer Matt Stein, “an event must
quipped the chair, “but I don’t think it’s pay for itself or the Senate must approve of
necessary information.” Because she could the transaction.” In light of the $8,100 hononot provide any reason other than personal rarium and the maximum of $1,650 revmisgivings for keeping the honorarium se- enues, the Elders speech was clearly not
cret, I proposed one myself: Perhaps Elders self-sufficient. Nor did Dong receive the
had stipulated secrecy in her contract? “Yes,” necessary Senate consent. “The program
replied Dong, seizing the bait hungrily, “I’m was not approved by the Treasury,” reports
not allowed to
Stein, who “hadn’t even heard” of
disclose it, by
Dong’s dubious fundraising until he
contract.”
“learned about it in the paper.”
But Director
Dong was as reticent about exof Student Acplaining her choice of charities as she
tivities
Bill
was about disclosing Dr. Elders’s
Stackman had no
honorarium. “I spoke to differqualms about
ent people, we chose the charicontractual oblities,” she claimed. Likewise, she
g a t i o n s .
told David Meyers, “I discovered
“$8,100,” he inthe speaker and then discussed it with
formed
me,
the others, and we agreed.” Yet she
without hesitarefuses to tell anyone, including
tion. Because the
Meyers and myself, who the “others”
spectators filled
are. When I asked her to name the rest
Cabot Auditoof Lecture Series she became angry.
rium, Dong es“I’m sick of people asking me that,”
timates that 330
complained Dong, “If you want to know
people were in attendance. The address car- you can join.” I explained that my query
ried a five-dollar cover charge, which means was for the purpose of soliciting interviews,
that Lecture Series should have grossed not selecting future speakers, and Dong
around $1,650. Dong, however, could not took the liberty of answering on behalf of
verify this figure. “I’m not sure of the total her peers. “I don’t think they’d want to talk
yet,” she said, three days after the event, “I to you,” she asserted. It is possible that there
am still trying to cover the overhead”— are few or no additional
TUPD security detail, “set-up” of the Cabot
Continued on the next page.
Auditorium, and the use of a podium and
microphone.
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Continued from the previous page.
members of Lecture Series and that Dong
seeks to preserve her unique power. Curiously, neither Danielle Eagleton, Lecture
Series’s administrative supervisor, nor
former chair Ken Archer can name a
single member other than Dong.
Exasperated, I explained to Miss
Dong that if her colleagues did not
wish to speak they could express their
disinterest to me directly, without her
assistance. Moreover, I reminded her
that as a TCU public official she was
obligated to be less surreptitious about
her dealings. Dong would not budge. She
promised to call the members on her own,
“later, when [she had] time,” and give them
my number should they wish to call me.
Since Dong never returned any of my phone
calls, and only spoke to me when I reached
her directly, I am not waiting for any callbacks with bated breath.
Conspiratorial Knable
The one question Dong would answer
straightforwardly was in regards to the
university’s Controversial Speakers Policy,
under which, she assured me, Elders’s address did not fall. The policy, which places
provisions and restrictions on
any disagreeable speaker and
his sponsoring group, would
have altered dramatically the
nature of Elders’s address,
possibly preventing it from
taking place. Few would disagree that an outspoken, fired
Surgeon General is a
controversial figure. The
Pachyderm defines a speaker
as controversial “If other appearances by this individual
have been accompanied by
demonstrations, strong and/
or vocal disagreement with
the speaker’s views by the audience, or protests by community members.” Dr. Elders’s confirmation hearings
alone should have made her subject to the
restrictions. But the Dean of Students Office failed to treat Elders as controversial,
due to its own political biases.
Dinesh D’Souza, author of the anti-PC
Illiberal Education was subject to the Controversial Speakers Policy in 1990. In 1993
the administration used the regulation to can-

cel a forum on gays in the military, allegedly,
according to a then high-placed member of
Lecture Series, because of scheduled panelist
Terry Jefferies, a policy analyst for Patrick
Buchanan, who would have argued against
the morality of homosexuality.
One must wonder why the occasional

The Dean of Students Office
failed to treat Elders as
controversial, due to its own
political biases.
conservative guest is invariably held to the
rigid standards of the Controversial Speakers Policy, but a liberal, no matter how
offensive or radical, is not. One can only
assume that the explanation is political.
Controversial speakers must be registered
with the Student Activities Office three
weeks in advance, a provision that would
make last-minute arrangements, such as
Dong’s contract with Elders, impossible.
Furthermore, student organizations cannot
bring more than one controversial speaker a
semester. Because any lecturer THE PRIMARY SOURCE, for example, might sponsor
would be deemed controversial, Tufts can

have a maximum of one conservative speech
a semester. By comparison, Lecture Series,
or any of the myriad liberal campus organizations, is unlimited in the number of radicals it can bring to the Hill.
The Pachyderm stipulates that “Controversial speakers must provide a period of
questions and answers and may not refuse
questions from non-supporters.” Since only
conservatives are held to this standard, how-
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ever, they alone are required by the university to honor the rules of civilized discourse.
Outspoken liberals like Dr. Elders are exempt, and for this reason the former Surgeon General was allowed to disregard a
question she found politically inconvenient
or ethically troubling.
Elusive Elders
“I don’t answer lies,” shouted
a visibly angered Dr. Elders, upon
declaring that she would no longer
consider my question. Ironically,
the Doctor accused me of lying
four times. An examination of the
facts, however, indicates that Elders had the monopoly on prevarication and
half-truths that night.
When introducing my question, I remarked that even though much of current
Surgeon General nominee Henry Foster’s
controversial professional practices as an
ob/gyn were performed in accordance with
the law, they often overstepped the boundaries of human decency and morality. I
mentioned that in the 1970s Foster had
performed hysterectomies on retarded
women without their consent. “The hysterectomies that was [sic] done on some mentally retarded women in the past,” fired
Elders, had been approved by the women’s
parents. “The parents was [sic]
allowed to give consent,” she
claimed. This explanation
would be valid in cases of
women so severely retarded
that they could not make their
own decisions, but because
degrees of retardation vary, it
would not always be adequate.
Moreover, an additional realm
of ethical questions is raised
if, as some, such as the American Life League, allege, Dr.
Foster was motivated by eugenics to perform his sterilizations. I had hoped that Elders would address these specific philosophical issues, but because she
refused even to recognize them, the conversation never went so far.
I therefore moved on, and asked Dr.
Elders about Foster’s involvement in the
Tuskegee Project, under which rural black
sharecroppers in Alabama, thinking they were
being treated for syphilis, were given placebos. Elders correctly noted that the experiment was started in 1932, and Dr. Foster had
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not so much as earned his MD until 1960.
She added that the experiment lasted 40
years, until 1972, and that Dr. Foster only
began to serve on its overseeing committee
in 1969. Thus, concluded Elders, Foster was
not responsible for the three years the project
continued under his watch, because it had
commenced 37 years earlier. By this logic,
the second-shift guard at the Auschwitz death
camp would not be culpable for the carnage
that took place while he was on duty because
it had begun before he arrived.
Elders finally dismissed me outright
when I questioned how she, as an opponent
of violence against women, could champion Senator Kennedy, whose irresponsibility, selfishness, and disrespect for a female companion caused the death of Mary
Jo Kopechne in 1969. Although the Senator
himself does not deny Chappaquiddick, Elders did, calling me a liar and refusing to
hear the rest of my question.
By offering such disingenuous
psychobabble in defense of Foster, and by
denying politically inconvenient facts about

her allies on Capitol Hill, Elders exposed her
lack of principle. Sherry Dong later told The
Tufts Daily that she “admire[d Elders’] honesty and integrity,” as seemingly did the inhouse audience, which cheered and applauded
the former Surgeon General’s comments
enthusiastically.
Three’s a Crowd
Given her insincerity and unwillingness
to consider opposing viewpoints, Dr. Elders,
as an invited and highly paid speaker, was an
embarrassment to the Tufts community and
its academic tradition. Sherry Dong’s poor
selection is as great a blemish on her record
as Lecture Series chairman as is her illegitimate fundraising effort on behalf of offcampus charities at TCU expense.
On the first of March, Tufts revealed its
true self as a community uninterested in
thought and discussion. The Dean of Students Office, which uses niggling regulations to limit the number of conservative
speakers on campus, welcomed with open
arms a radical from the left. Joycelyn Elders

was given $8,100 and a podium from which
to speak her mind, but was not required to
accept critical examination. Far from raising the “thought-provoking questions” with
which Dong credits Elders’s lecture, the
event served as little more than an orgy of
ego-glorification for self-aggrandizing liberals.
But neither Elders, Dong, nor Knable
cares a smidgen for open dialogue. As long
as Elders gets to run her mouth, as long as
Knable can censor the conservatives, and as
long as Dong can ship students’ money to
the groups of her choice, they’re happy. It is
just too bad their personal ambitions had to
come at the expense of intellectual life on
the Hill.
Mr. Weinkopf, A’95, served as editor from
1993-1994. He is currently the editor of
National Review Online
(http://www.nationalreview.com) and
hosts an Internet-based live audio
talk show (http://www.grit.com).

FROM THE EDITOR
Originally published 3/9/95

T

he masters of the cloak and dagger
game have struck again. Under the
guise of self-righteous objectivity, Tufts’s
political elite have abandoned the principles of intelligent discourse for the wanton purpose of ridiculing any individual
brazen enough to defy their dogmatic
assertions. Disagreement with the predominant politically correct orthodoxy
invariably results in an unscrupulous attack by the left wing of the student body.
Joycelyn Elders’s recent speech served as
an opportunity for the devout members of
the PC cadre to demonstrate their ideological solidarity by unleashing their wrath
upon a student for merely questioning
some of the former Surgeon General’s
statements.
I attended the lecture with two other
S OURCE editors, including Chris
Weinkopf, who took issue with Elders’s
assessment of Dr. Henry Foster. Recognizing the conservative journalist, the
audience immediately began to jeer, just
as he started to ask his question. Exposing
her own inability to justify rationally her

views when facing a critical line of questioning, Elders belligerently interrupted
Weinkopf, accusing him of lying; the crowd
wildly cheered her irascibility. When my
colleague proceeded to challenge Elders for
proclaiming Edward Kennedy a champion
of abused women, despite the Senator’s
atrocious behavior at Chappaquiddick, the
audience hissed. Finally, after Elders refused to answer the question and the three of
us departed in disgust, the spectators responded with a round of applause.
The audience’s hostile reaction is indicative of the left’s despicable approach to
addressing criticism. Rather than engage in
a civil, intellectual exchange, Elders and
her supporters reverted to mob tactics when
presented with an opposing argument. While
the fans smugly applauded Elders for announcing that she was pro-choice, they did
not hesitate to launch a barrage of catcalls
when Weinkopf pointed out inconsistencies in Foster’s record. Determined not to
let facts spoil all of their fun, the PC gang
designated a pariah and then derided him.
Dinesh D’Souza, author of Illiberal
Education and ardent opponent of multiculturalism, was subjected to the same treat-

ment during his visit to the Hill in 1991.
A pair of students attended the lecture in
chains, symbolically charging D’Souza
with racism. Although the audience asked
a host of malicious questions, D’Souza
listened and answered cerebrally and politely to every one. Ironically, those who
place
“Question
Authority”
bumperstickers on their cars and backpacks do not respond to critical inquiry
with even a fraction of the same civility.
By refusing thoughtful dialogue the
left has betrayed the values upon which a
university is founded. The goal of any
academic institution should be to foster a
campus environment of open debate and
discussion. It is incumbent upon the student body to recognize the freedom of all
individuals to express their views. The
champions of “tolerance” and “equality”
have revealed themselves to be obsequious PC automatons programmed to defend the liberal agenda unfailingly— by
any means possible.
— Steve Seltzer
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confronting an administration that held truth
and justice sacrosanct but disregarded those
principles when the politically correct gods
of academia demanded it, had become commonplace. Investing more time and effort in
SOURCE articles than papers for classes had
also become the order of the day; after all, I
knew what constituted ‘A’ work and deemed
any further labor fruitless. But joining the
ranks of upperclassmen had unexpected responsibilities.
Counted among his most important
duties, the editor must ensure that subsequent generations benefit from the same
growth experience. In setting me to that
task, THE SOURCE sought to guarantee the
maintenance of its high standards, but it
also provided editors with the opportunity
to teach fellow Tuftonians. As hard a task as
that training is, a teacher realizes uncommon joy in the moment he discovers that his
students have not only learned but surpassed their mentor. Looking at the people
both currently in charge and waiting in the
wings for next year, I can affirm without
embellishment that they have met the call
for the extraordinary performance that satisfies SOURCE standards.
Overall, Tufts succeeded. I did secure a
fine education here, although the University did not require classes that provided it.
The unfortunate blemishes notwithstanding, I encountered some of the erudite professors the Viewbook promised. These rare
shining lights offered original insights, encouraged provocative discussions, asked
demanding questions, and required similarly advanced intellectual responses from
their students. To them, both Tufts and I
owe a great deal.
THE SOURCE and its staff also inspired
me quite a bit. And since the University
deliberately brings students together in a
residential community apart from the travails of the world so that they can meet and
debate and learn from each other, Tufts
deserves credit for creating the environment in which THE PRIMARY SOURCE thrives.
I met great friends here. I learned here.
I struggled here. Here, I found the happiness that I sought.
For that, “Thank you, Tufts.”
Mr. Delaney is a senior majoring in
Classics, History, and Political Science.

“Past,” continued from page 37.
Ordering Order
One of the most cherished idols of
libertarian thought is the notion of spontaneous order: order which comes about from
unplanned human action. Everyday examples of spontaneous order abound: the
English language, using turn signals, the
price system. The benefit of spontaneous
order comes from its voluntaristic nature
and long-term stability.
Socialists reject the notion, holding that
only rules can create order while unrestrained human action causes instability and
injustice. But many conservative moralists
similarly fear that people left to themselves
will commit harmless ‘immoralities’ (ranging from promiscuity to smoking crack)
whose main evils lie in their tendency to
make conservatives feel uncomfortable.
Both views reflect a distrust of spontaneity
and a sympathy towards controlled planning. Certainly, the moral fabric of society
differs from the market, and conservatives
might posit an argument that highlights the
distinction so as to justify coercion in some
cases but not others. Nevertheless, those
differences matter little when it comes to
justifying the permissibility of government
coercion.

and conservatives now take on a certain
significance. Hayek thought that political
alliance between the two would end up
harming both in the long run. Murray
Rothbard, one of this century’s great libertarians, ended up deserting the Libertarian
Party in favor of the GOP— not out of any
love for the statist “conservatives” of that
party, but out of a desire to subtly inject his
ideas into a mainstream political movement. But Rothbard betrays a common
ground between undiluted conservatism and
the libertarian ideal: both eschew the political sphere and favor stringent limits on
government power.
While revelations about government
monstrosities perpetrated at Ruby Ridge
and Tuskegee have aggravated American
distrust for the state, the notion of limiting
government power usually receives more
laughs than serious consideration. Journalists seem content to criticize individual bureaucrats rather than any inherent institutional flaws. Given the degree to which
Americans benefit from redistributive programs, the mainstream will always be difficult to penetrate for libertarians. Perhaps
conservatives sickened by the GOP’s political aggrandizement will find solace in the
libertarian ranks— then, Hayek’s pessimism
might not seem so daunting.

Swimming the Mainstream
The differences between libertarians

Mr. Gupta is a junior majoring in
Economics and Philosophy.

“Letters,” continued from page 7.

the sort of state-controlled regulation of
content like the one currently operating in
China, where all material is subject to screening by government censors, the CDA remains unenforceable. Content providers
need only move their businesses beyond the
jurisdiction of US law to escape prosecution.
The Supreme Court is due to rule on the
constitutionality of the CDA this summer,
and most observers agree that it is likely
they will overturn it. But without intervention by people opposed to government intrusion into the last remaining bastion of
unfettered speech, Congress will likely pass
a similarly bone-headed piece of legislation. I encourage anyone concerned about
the future of their First Amendment rights
to contact their senators and representatives
to voice their concern, or to at least check
out http://www.ciec.org for more information.
—Benjamin J. Levin

However, I think it is somewhat rash to
assume that the supporters of this legislation intended to interfere with an adult’s
right to peruse material unsuitable for minors. Rather, I think that the CDA was a
knee-jerk response to the staggering, and
admittedly shocking amount of variety of
pornography freely available on the Internet.
Furthermore, the language of the law reveals a general ignorance of the technological complexity and border-less nature of the
Internet. For example, the CDA sets down
specific guidelines for content regulation
by relying on “community standards” as a
means for judging the appropriateness of
material. But the Internet is a global community, and information residing on a computer which lies outside the United States’
borders is just as easy to access as that which
resides on a computer located down the
street. Unless Congress wishes to impose
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Knockin’ on Heaven’s Gate
Aimee Peschel

O

n Wednesday, March 27, thirty-nine
bodies were found dead inside a hilltop mansion in Rancho Santa Fe, California. Members of the Heaven’s Gate cult,
under the leadership of sixty-two-year-old
Marshall Applewhite, believed that the
coming Hale-Bopp comet was a call for
them to enter the “Kingdom Level Above
Human.” The mass suicide was part of the
cult’s plan to advance to the “beyond human” condition by leaving their earthly
“containers” behind and joining an alien
spaceship following the comet.
The media were quick to take interest
in the story, immediately labeling the group
members everything from cyber-nerds to
“lunar-tics.” The media decided to treat the
story as some sort of freakish science-fiction plot, belittling the group’s beliefs and
actions. Yet its ideology was not as marginal as the media would have Americans
believe. All religion, after all, is predicated
on some suspension of disbelief as miracles,
by their very nature, defy the laws of science. What separated the California cultists from members of more established faiths
were the extraordinary, tragic lengths to
which they pursued “salvation.” Sci-fi imagery notwithstanding, the media should
have treated the deaths
with dignity rather than
ridicule. Giving more
attention to the brand
of sneakers worn by the
deceased than to critical examination of
their beliefs, or serious
discussion about the
state of organized religion in twentieth-century society, the Fourth
Estate failed to treat the calamity with the
seriousness it routinely grants murderers
and terrorists.
Just as many individuals forget about
freedom of speech when confronted with
extremist opinions, others reserve their religious tolerance only for ‘popular’ faiths.
But just as the First Amendment affords
even Nazis and pornographers the right to
publish their creeds, it also protects the
most peculiar or unconventional religions

to worship in their own way, as long as they
do not infringe on the rights of others.
Believing that one can advance to a level
beyond human aboard an alien spacecraft
is not so bizarre compared to many main-

should examine his administration’s actions to see Applewhite’s fears confirmed.
Not paranoid delusions, they reflect well
on why so many Americans distrust the
government.
While we should be saddened to read that thirty-nine
The media would have been wiser
people died, at least they took
to ask questions such as what drives
their own lives without harming or endangering anyone
forlorn members of society to join
else. There were no signs of
cults in the first place.
coercion, as in the Jonestown
massacre, or government agstream beliefs. Mingling with space aliens gression, as with David Koresh’s Branch
in the afterlife or waltzing through the Davidians. The Heaven’s Gate suicide left
pearly gates of heaven to rub elbows with no loose ends or unanswered questions,
an entity who created the world in seven not much to debate. The media would have
days— it is hard to say which doctrine been wiser to ask questions such as what
takes more faith to embrace.
drives forlorn members of society to join
Lest the government break its tradi- cults, or to assign such little worth to their
tion of using its power to harass fringe lives. Instead, it re-enforced the ostracism
religions, President Clinton was quick to that compels eccentrics into isolated comdebase Heaven’s Gate and disparage its munities, nit-picking about their wardmembers. Calling Applewhite’s followers robes and preferences in entertainment.
sick, he told the nation to see “what all of
Unfortunate as their passing was, memus can do to make sure that there aren’t bers of Heaven’s Gate at least ended their
other people thinking in that same way out lives the way they wanted to: together,
there in our country.” Perhaps he prefers a peacefully, and looking forward to the afterlife. In a culture that
increasingly ignores organized religion altogether,
this is more than can be
said about the way many
other Americans live and
die. Tolerance of all religions is necessary in a free
society; elites should not
be so quick to deride members of unconventional
faiths and dub them crackpots. Suicide should be
neither a media circus nor
more fiery ending to a religious group, raw material for a TV movie. Instead of
such as Janet Reno’s bonfire in Waco, Texas. writing off the members of Heaven’s Gate,
Or maybe he is more upset by the fact that maybe it would be wiser to examine the
Heaven’s Gate was able to exist peacefully way American society handled their suifor years without interference from the cide— is it any great wonder Applewhite
government. Following the federal assault and his followers wanted to advance beon the Branch Davidian sect in Waco, Texas, yond human?
Applewhite became concerned that the
Miss Peschel is a sophomore
same type of violent ending would meet
who has not yet chosen a major.
his group. If Clinton wants to get to the root
of problems with the American spirit, he
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Black by Popular Demand
Michael Flaherty A'90
March 1988

P

this occurred recently in The Tufts Daily
(Worker). In a section dedicated to famous
“blacks” of the past, Cleopatra, Hannibal,
and Beethoven were all listed. My naiveté
compelled me to double-check this one. In

erhaps the most disappointing failure
of the selfish Sixties generation is that
concerning race. The pseudo-brotherhood
the Sixties did not culminate in egalitarianism hut rather in black separation. The separatist attitude is
In a country which strives towards
pain- fully obvious on the Tufts
campus, manifesting itself in orthe ideal of common humanity,
ganizations such as the heralded
there is absolutely no justification
“Black Sophomore Class” and
fraternities exclusively for black
for seperatism of any kind.
students. The racist malapropism Black by Popular Demand”
is perversely displayed on t-shirts if to my research, I came across this issue in a
book by Frank Snowden, a professor at
challenge students who are not black.
Howard
University. He points out that
The reason for such a pernicious attiCleopatra
was a Macedonian Creek and
tude. according to black students. is to
that
Hannibal
ascended from the
generate solidarity amongst themselves as
Phoenicians.
If
Phoenicians and
well as to remind them of their identity.
Macedonian
Greeks
were black, so too
Such exclusionary tactics are a definite
would
be
these
individualsbut they were
obstacle on the path to true human integranot.
As
far
as
Beethoven
is
concerned,
well,
tion: indifference to race, color, and creed.
I
still
have
enough
confidence
that
Tufts’
In a country which strives towards ideal
of common humanity, there is absolutely admissions requirements have not been
no justification for separatism of any type. compromised to the point where one literSurely everyone should remember their ally cannot tell the difference between
ancestry, but they should be cautious not black and white.
Nevertheless, militant students stand
to stress their differences so seriously. They
by
these
falsehoods just as vehemently as
should regard their heritage as but one of
they
do
to
such segregationist institutions
the many that compose this nation, none of
which is any better than any other.
They should think of themselves as
Americans first, and individuals of
certain “ethnicities” second…
Just as important, blacks are certainly not the sole recipients of social injustices— slavery included.
Because of this. they should not consider themselves unique in the fact
that they have been historically discriminated against. Nor should they
consider themselves more ”eligible”
for retroactive programs to compensate for previous injustices. Programs
like affirmative action do more than
recognize the dangerous aspects of
separatism: they institutionalize it.
Perhaps the most disheartening
aspect of “Black Power” is its tendency not only to misinform but to
blatantly lie. A classic example of
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as the ”Black Sophomore Class” and Alpha Kappa Alpha, an all-black sorority.
Such facilities reproduce the segregation
facilities of the Jim Crow South that Martin
Luther King, Jr., worked so hard to eradicate.
The attitude of many black students is
self-defeating. Blacks continue to have
sentiments of separatism caused by discrimination, even though such discrimination no longer exists. Consequently,
they have perpetuated, and even seem
masochistically enamored by, the very
prejudice which once oppressed them.
Any discriminatory law regarding race has
been long since abolished or made unenforceable. There is nothing more that the
“white elitist power structure” can do to
produce a significant change in the relation- ship between the two races.
It is now the responsibility of the black
students to ameliorate this jeopardized relationship. They must begin by abandoning their separate amenities and t-shirts
which promote separation. They must
bridge the dangerous ever-widening schism
of society and realize that black is no more
beautiful than white or yellow. Hopefully,
something can be done before relations
between races in America entirely deteriorate.
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Racial Injustice
Rob Mirman, A'93
November, I989

L

ooking out his dormitory window, Tom
saw a friend, Mike, walking up the sidewalk. Mike was wearing a bandanna around
his head. Instantly, Tom made the connection
to Aunt Jemima. the character on syrup bottles
and pancake mix boxes who wears a bandanna. As James, Tom’s roommate, joined
Tom at the window, Tom yelled out, “Hey,
Aunt Jemima!” James followed through with,
“Nice hat!”
Across the quad, a black student, Jen,
overheard this exchange and would soon drag
Tom and James into a very unexpected and
unwanted situation. Although the names have
been changed to protect all those involved,
this incident did occur on Tufts’ Medford
campus. Jen had no legitimate reason to be
offended, but because of her complaint. Tom
was tried under Tufts’ racial-harassment policy
and unfairly placed on probation level I…
Certainly, a phrase is not offensive merely
because it refers to blacks. If this is true of Jen,
she lacks a fundamental pride in her race and

herself. As a black student noted, although
there are terms that refer to blacks that are
offensive, these terms are separated from those
like “Aunt Jemima” by the meaning behind
them. “Aunt Jemima” has no hidden meetings. She merely sells syrup. In fact, her position as the symbol of a successful company indicates the public does not find her offensive
....
Tom and James were finally brought together with Jen
in a meeting with Associate
Dean of Students Bruce
Reitman. During this meeting,
they apologized to Jen. At the
meeting’s conclusion, Reitman
said it was Jen’s decision to
press charges if she felt it necessary. The apology meant nothing to her. She pressed charges.. . .
Reitman explained Tom’s probation in
the Thursday, October 12, issue of The Tufts
Daily: “Although the panel didn’t find evi-

dence to support the accusation that the student intended to offend the woman, panel
members nevertheless decided that he still
had no right to make his remark a public one
by shouting out the window and not knowing
who might hear it and be offended or hurt.”
According to Reitman, the
students were disciplined for
not knowing what to say or
when to say it. The University’s
harassment policy does not
mention this as a violation at
all. Since the repeal of the speech
policy, no other policy deals
with this issue. Tom was punished without violating any
rules ....
Tufts let Jen’s vengefulness be Tom’s judge and jury,
almost completely ignoring
University policy. Rather than protect Tom
from an accusation, the University’s policies
were reviewed off- handedly as an innocent
man was punished.

The Importance of Being Ernest

A

ny Tuftonian who pays critical atten
tion to the antics of university administrators knows that their rhetoric praising
free speech is superficial at best. Whether it
be the biased selection of campus speakers
or a quick perusal through the course catalog, few can fail to notice Tufts’ affinity for
ostracizing right-minded ideas. Tragically,
the doctrines of radical sensitivity and
victimology carry over into the student body,
preventing rational discourse on sensitive
issues. Whereas many minority students
enter Tufts considering themselves Americans, by the time they graduate, they define
themselves according to ethnic enclaves
and feel alienated from the national culture
that fostered their academic prosperity.
Nevertheless, today’s campus climate is a
spectacular improvement over Tufts’ culture just a few years ago. Michael Flaherty’s
1988 SOURCE article “Black by Popular Demand” sparked a politically correct backlash. African American Society President
Lisa Radcliffe dubbed the piece “an attack
against the black community.” noting, “the

black community has a serious problem
with THE PRIMARY SOURCE. To say that we are
enraged is an understatement.” While
Radcliffe criticized THE SOURCE for publishing “erroneous facts,” AAS Secretary
Ayanna Kambon, whose Daily column once
listed Cleopatra, Hannibal, and Beethoven
as famous blacks, accused THE SOURCE of
telling her race to “assimilate and negate
our existence as black people.”
Nor was Tufts’ PC contingent in Ballou
silent on the issue. Dean Bobbie Knable,
foreshadowing a personal love affair with
so-called “responsible speech,” called the
article’s effect on the black community
“devastating.” Though Knable then gave
lip service to the ideal of freedom of speech,
she sung a different tune a year later by
implementing a speech code. Scraps of that
First Amendment restriction continue to
this day in Tufts’ “Bigotry” policy originating from the office of none other than Knable
herself. And if current Pan-African Alliance
President Aliguma Kabadaki has her way,
this will be strengthened by a racial harass-

ment policy not unlike Knable’s failed
speech codes.
Throughout the storm of radical racial- ism,
one institution on campus has stood firm in
protesting these ultra-sensitive attitudes
about race. THE PRIMARY SOURCE feels
strongly that only through frank dialogue
on racial issues can any community’s diverse ethnic groups co-exist in peace. No
doubt we will continue well into the future
to weather attacks of racism and “irresponsibility” from those who would have all
human relations moderated and policed.
But one piece of ground we will never surrender is the conviction that every American belongs to a shared culture no matter
what race he belongs to- and can reap the
benefits of that culture only through the
unfettered pursuit of truth, not correctness.
—KL & JS
Editor’s Note: You may contact THE SOURCE
to obtain a full copy of these reprinted
articles, which were abridged due to space
constraints.
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SOURCE of Reflection
Steve Seltzer

E

very now and again, while leafing
through SOURCE archives, I marvel at
the progress achieved by Tufts’s Voice of
Reason over the past five years. The spring
of 1992 certainly does not rank among the
finest periods in SOURCE history. Only twice
that semester did the campus’s sole wellspring of conservative thought manage to
publish. But three editors reversed that
downward trend during the following semester, as their impressive efforts established the lofty standards for analysis, writing, and humor customarily associated with
the journal. Today, five years later, THE
SOURCE endures as a superb champion of
conservative principles. T HE P RIMARY
SOURCE’s fifteenth anniversary, then, celebrates an immensely successful five-year
period that has improved and expanded
upon the notable accomplishments of the
publication’s initial ten years.
Devotion to elegant composition, insightful commentary, and revealing humor,
while essential to THE SOURCE’s distinguished record, only partially explains that
prosperity. Adherence to rigorous standards
has minimal effect without vigorous application of conservatism’s core precepts. Espousal of inflated theories that have little
practical value remains the specialty of the
sophistic academics and elitists that populate Ballou, East, Eaton’s basement, and
comparable places throughout academia.
THE PRIMARY SOURCE, conversely, has ex-

celled in recent years largely because
its members have formulated constructive conservative analyses of policies,
structures, and practices which the
Tufts Community readily accepts without question.
Few would even think twice about
the existence of a Budget Coordinator
to assist TCU-funded student organizations with their accounts. Yet THE
SOURCE questioned the necessity and
propriety of allowing a salaried university employee to play an extensive
role in a student-run treasury system.
Likewise, only THE SOURCE pointed
out that the study guide produced by
the African-American Center insults
minority students’ intelligence by reminding them to take notes on 8½ x 11
inch paper. Most students apparently
did not care when a Political Science
professor wore a “Defend a Woman’s
Right to Choose” pin to class, but THE
SOURCE exposed her politicization of
the classroom. And while Hotung Café
As a senior, Seltzer infiltrated Eaton’s Basement
patrons waited on line for incompetent employees to adorn their overpriced state of affairs at Tufts. But thorough invespizzas with the wrong toppings, THE PRI- tigation and honest criticism of the
MARY SOURCE recommended replacing the
University’s flaws constitute the most efuniversity-run eatery with a private dining fective means for inspiring a legitimate comservice that contracts with brand-name com- mitment to scholarship, excellence, and enpanies.
lightenment. Constant exposure of Walnut
Examples such as these demonstrate Hill’s inanities, no matter how minor, may
THE SOURCE’s steadfast willingness to com- one day convince Tuftonians to re-evaluate
bat liberalism their plight and adopt a different course.
and bureau- Ironically, the left encourages college stucratic indo- dents to question authority. THE SOURCE
lence at all does exactly that by viewing campus events
levels. Critics with a critical eye, but receives castigation
maintain that for daring to oppose the liberal agenda—
this approach convincing evidence that THE SOURCE has
provides an much work to do over the next fifteen years.
outlet for
Conservatism lends itself to active and
m e a n - aggressive application. THE PRIMARY SOURCE
spiritedness; has learned this important lesson well over
THE SOURCE, the past five years, which is cause enough for
in
their this fifteenth anniversary to be the happiest
minds, does one yet.
little more
than search Mr. Seltzer, A’96, served as editor from 19941995. He currently studies law at George
for reasons to
Washington University.
complain
Former editors Steve Seltzer, Colin Delaney, and Chris Weinkopf
about the
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NOTABLE AND QUOTABLE
There was a time when empires were defined by
land mass, subjugated peoples, and military
light. But the United States is unique because we
are an empire of ideals. For two hundred years
we have been set apart by our faith in the ideals
of democracy, of free men and free markets, and
of the extraordinary possibilities that lie within
seemingly ordinary men and women. We believe
that no power of government is as formidable a
force for good as the creativity and
entrepreneurial drive of the American people.
—Ronald Reagan
Avoiding disaster cannot remain the sole test of
American foreign policy.
—Henry Kissinger
The sad thing about lawyers is not that so many
of them are stupid, but that so many of them are
intelligent.
—H.L. Mencken
Government is necessary to preserve our
freedom, it is an instrument through which we
can exercise our freedom; yet by concentrating
power in political hands, it is also a threat to
freedom.
—Milton Friedman
Be skeptical of gloomy prognostications from
people who are in the business of peddling more
government.
—Dick Armey
And having looked to government for bread, on
the very first scarcity they will turn and bite the
hand that fed them.
—Edmund Burke
The lifeblood of liberalism is the pursuit of
perpetually unattainable objectives.
—Rush Limbaugh
There is always a certain meanness in the
argument of conservatism, joined by a certain
superiority in its fact.
—Ralph Waldo Emerson
The modern age has illustrated in blood and
terror the priority of the ‘dull’ virtues—
moderation, prudence, restraint— to humane
government.
—Jeanne J. Kirkpatrick

Liberty means responsibility. That is why most
men dread it.
—George Bernard Shaw
Let me give you a tip on men’s characters: the
man who damns money has earned it
dishonorably; the man who respects it has earned
it.
—Ayn Rand
Liberty not only means that the individual has
both the opportunity and the burden of choice;
it also means that he must bear the consequences
of his actions… Liberty and responsibility are
inseparable.
—Friedrich Hayek
The a priori dogma that all cultures are equal
ignores the plain fact that cultures do not present
a static tableau of differences, but rather a
dynamic process of competition... Competition
means winners and losers— not merely a static
display of ‘multicultural diversity.’
—Thomas Sowell
I ask you to meditate once again on the
proposition that freedom, classically understood,
is the stuff by which we lead satisfying lives. It is
as indispensable to happiness as oxygen to life.
Much of it has been taken from us. We must
reclaim it.
—Charles Murray
Those who pillory capitalism for “creating
artificial needs” strike me as timid and dismal
souls. You might just as well denounce Monet
for creating an “artificial need” for
Impressionism.
—Paul Johnson
Liberal (n.)— a man with his mind open at both
ends.
—The Wit’s Dictionary

The style of the 1960s radical was alluring because
it promised lewd pleasures and violence. The
problem was that those lewd pleasures conduced
to decadence. One cannot lead a revolution from
any of the eighty positions in the Kama Sutra.
—R. Emmett Tyrrell, Jr.
Socialize the individual’s surplus and you
socialize his spirit and creativeness; you cannot
paint the Mona Lisa by assigning one dab each
to a thousand painters.
—William F. Buckley, Jr.
The evils of Welfarism are veiled and tend to be
postponed…The effect of Welfarism on freedom
will be felt later on— after its beneficiaries have
become its victims, after dependence on
government has turned into bondage and it is
too late to unlock the jail.
—Barry Goldwater
The power of America rests in a stirring but
simple idea— that people will do great things if
only you set them free.
—George Bush
Politics are almost as exciting as war, and quite
as dangerous. In war you can only be killed
once, but in politics many times.
—Winston Churchill
The answer is not more government— it’s more
opportunity. And the path to greater opportunity
for all our people will be found by controlling
federal spending and letting the people who do
the work, pay the taxes, and pull the wagon keep
more of what they earn.
—Phil Gramm
Where self-interest is suppressed, it is replaced
by a burdensome system of bureaucratic control
that dries up the wellsprings of initiative and
creativity.
—Pope John Paul II

We don’t believe compassion should be measured
by the size of the safety net, but by the number of
rungs on the ladder of opportunity.
—Jack Kemp

The differences between the sexes are the single
most important fact of human society.
—George Gilder

Politics (n.)— the art of obtaining money from
the rich and votes from the poor, on the pretext
of protecting one from the other.
—Oscar Ameringer

Experience teaches you that the man who looks
you straight in the eye, particularly if he adds a
firm handshake, is hiding something.
—Clifton Fadiman

