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New SOURCE writer Lewis Titterton
responds appropriately in this issue

(see page 18) to the latest petty campus
controversy— this one spurred by the
grand opening of a new McDonald’s in
Davis Square. Seems the vegetarians are
up in arms, using the fast-food chain’s
new sort-of-Tufts location to rally up the
faithful to decry the carnivorous lifestyle
of the typical college student. After all,
animals are people, too.

Apparently, the leftists picked meat-
eating as the new official reason to make
McDonald’s their punching bag. It could
just as well have been anything else;
McDonald’s has long been the left’s fa-
vorite whipping-boy, eliciting more venom
than Newt Gingrich and Ronald Reagan
put together, the subject of more pin- and
bumper-sticker-witticisms than even the
“Contract on America.” The left blames
McDonald’s for everything from the de-
struction of the rain forests to the destruc-
tion of the entire world as we know it. It
was even posited as the diabolical villain
“tearing apart the world as we know it” in
Benjamin Barber’s quizzical soapbox tract
Jihad vs. McWorld, which argued that
consumer capitalism and religious funda-
mentalism were two essentially similar
trends “transforming the world’s diverse
populations into a blandly uniform mar-
ket.” I kid thee not.

For those of us who see little similar-
ity between fifty-five-cent Big Macs and
Holy War, the left has a veritable arsenal
of other reasons to hate Fry Guy, Grimace,
and our other McDonaldland friends. Pub-
lic-education supremacists constantly in-
voke the comfortable salaries of
McDonald’s managers to drum up outrage
against the comparably lower salaries of
teachers. (Never mind that McDonald’s
pays what the market bears while teachers
mooch off taxpayers, relying on their
union’s reign of terror to let their incom-
petents poison young minds in perpetu-
ity.) And when the left isn’t complaining
that McDonald’s pays too much, they
whine that McDonald’s pays too little: its
allegedly “underpaid” employees are con-
tinually used by the left as pawns in the
minimum wage debate.

In fact, fast-food jobs often turn
leftists from two-faced hypocrites into
three-faced hypocrites. The “progressive”
who switch-hits between McD’s paying
too much and McD’s paying too little
finds himself the next day arguing against
the fast food industry keeping anybody
employed at all: whenever positive eco-
nomic news hits the airwaves informing
the public of a drop in unemployment,
the elitist leftist is always quick to point
out that a lot of those jobs are just “burger-
flippers” and the like, and therefore don’t
really count. And leave it to faux-angst-
ridden Gen-X lefties like Douglas
Coupland to coin the term “McJob.” The
sniveling air of superiority says less about
the employment situations the term tries
to denigrate than the worthlessness of the
grunge-lefties that can’t even hold one
down.

Other tirades against “McWorld”
transcend the hypocritical and help re-
define the outright ludicrous. Once, the
idea that the FDA regulate fast food as
a cardiac hazard was just a sarcastic
hypothetical used to expose the inanity
of the fight against “Big Tobacco”; these
days, it’s the latest stars-in-the-eyes
dream of every paternalistic leftist in-
tent on saving Americans from them-
selves, one Happy Meal at a time. Anti-
tobacco zealot David Kessler had al-
ready tossed the idea around as his next
pet project before his not-soon-enough
professional demise at the FDA; no doubt
other Clinton cronies would have been
happy to tackle the project if not for the
Commander-in-Chief’s own affinity for
a few too many fries.

Me, I love McDonald’s. Not just
the burgers, but what they stand for.
Every Communist state in the world
marks its transition to freedom with the
flying of the Golden Arches, and who
can wonder why? The lefties whine that
McDonald’s embodies capitalism’s most
horrific evils, but I can’t think of any
socialist country that lets its people pull
into a drive-through and snag a three-
dollar lunch quicker than one can say,
“Super-Size it!”

—KL
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Letters

THE SOURCE Welcomes All Letters to the Editor

To the Editor:

I very much enjoyed Craig Waldman’s piece about the
UNICCO controversy in the last issue— it reminds me
of a similar exercise in hypocrisy during my days at Tufts,
when the University first contracted UNICCO’s services.

Prior to 1994, Building & Grounds— the same crew that
to this day oversees campus maintenance— was respon-
sible for keeping University buildings neat and tidy. When
B&G’s cleaning contract expired, the University, instead
of re-signing B&G, contracted UNICCO.

UNICCO offered superior service at a lower cost, and it
agreed to hire displaced B&G cleaners, albeit at a lower
rate. But B&G’s union and campus activists protested
the switch, arguing that the existing workers were en-
titled to permanent job security at an inflated wage. Cam-
pus radicals staged a protest in front of Ballou, and then–
TCU President David Brinker announced his opposition
to UNICCO— warning that its employees could not be
trusted with the keys to students’ dorms.

How ironic that UNICCO, which only four years ago ben-
efited from the open-bidding process— even as others
lost their jobs— so despises the free market today. The
same professors and student groups that then called
UNICCO workers untrustworthy and undeserving of
Tufts’s employment now demand their retention. Today,
as in 1994, vested interests and campus malcontents vili-
fied the new janitors for nothing more than their willing-
ness to work hard.

While it’s dismaying to see that some things never change,
it’s heartening that THE PRIMARY SOURCE, which was alone
in defending UNICCO in 1994, remains the voice of rea-
son on campus. When Tufts’s contract with ISS expires,
the same forces will no doubt mobilize to protest which-
ever new entity aspires to take over. Thank goodness THE

SOURCE will be around, once more, to set the record
straight.

Cordially,
Chris Weinkopf, A’95

Everything You Always Wanted to Know About
*But Everyone Else Was Afraid to Tell YouTufts*

Make checks payable to:
THE PRIMARY SOURCE
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Tufts University
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Name

Address

City, State, ZIP

*But Everyone Else Was Afraid to Tell You
Celebrating 15 years

Here’s to 15 more

SM

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) via first class delivery.

YES, I’ll gladly support Tufts’ Journal of Conservative Thought!
Enclosed is my contribution in the amount of $                      .

SM



6   THE PRIMARY SOURCE, SEPTEMBER 24, 1997

Commentary
The Bad Jesse

Jesse Jackson has adopted a new cause du jour. The radical
reverend is encouraging University of Texas Law students to
boycott classes taught by constitutional law professor Lino Graglia.
The academic made the ‘mistake’ of declaring that black and
Mexican American students do not fare as well as whites at
selective institutions. Though Jackson would disagree, Graglia’s
error rests not in using politically incorrect language, but in
placing too much emphasis on cultural trends instead of the real
culprit: affirmative action.

“It is the result primarily of cultural effects. They have a
culture that seems not to encourage achievement. Failure is not
looked upon with disgrace,” noted Graglia. This sentiment may
characterize some communities, but clearly represents an
over-generalization. More accurately, many minorities find
themselves at colleges for which they are ill suited because
they gained admission on different standards than the rest of
the student body.

Ironically, Jackson is guilty of the very bigotry and
racial stereotyping of which he accuses Professor
Graglia. It is Graglia, an ardent opponent
of affirmative action, who welcomes
racial equality. Jackson, by champi-
oning quotas, suggests that minori-
ties cannot compete scholastically
without special treatment. Perhaps
more egregiously, Jackson labeled
Graglia’s speech “fascist,” imply-
ing that calls for equal opportunity
are on par with genocide and eu-
genics. But the reverend’s politics
of dependence and condescension
pose the true threat to the black race.

It Takes One

After years of sitting through sallow
and predictable left-wing speeches, Tufts
was finally graced with the presence of a
worthwhile speaker. Last week, Lecture Series presented Yaron
Svoray, who infiltrated the Neo-Nazi movement in Germany. Past
lecturers such as Jocelyn Elders, Jesse Jackson, and Henry Waxman
have succeeded in bolstering their liberal causes, but have failed
miserably to enrich the academic environment on campus. As a non-
partisan speaker with an important message to share, Svoray offered
a welcome departure from the typical Lecture Series roster.

An official in the Israeli secret service, arguably the most
formidable intelligence corps in the world, Svoray risked life and
limb for the sake of eliminating the terrible threat posed to humanity
by Neo-Nazi organizations. The modern incarnations of the
Holocaust’s loathsome perpetrators, these fringe militias perpetu-
ate anti-Semitism and genocide. In light of the nature of their
activities, Svoray’s infiltration becomes all the more courageous.
Jumbos walked away from this lecture learning firsthand the power

of a single individual who risks everything for what’s right. As
Svoray earnestly declared, “one person can make a difference.”
Someone at Lecture Series should take Svoray’s advice and bring
similarly respectable speakers to campus in the future.

Captain Planet

TBS isn’t enough: now, Ted Turner wants to bankroll the
United Nations, too. Citing the UN’s utopian “one for all, all for
one” philosophy as appealing, the CNN tycoon announced last
week that he will donate $1 billion to the organization’s charities.
The gift of $100 million in stocks per year for the next ten years
is one of the largest charitable grants ever, though it signifies only

nine months’ of Turner’s salary. Affecting humil-
ity, the television mogul compared the transac-
tion to the “spur of the moment” decision to
buy a new car.

Anyone familiar with Turner’s radical
politicking will see right through this latest
publicity stunt. Earlier this year, the media
magnate chastised fellow fat-cat Bill Gates for

his frugality, announcing that amassing large
savings is “a pretty pathetic thing to do with

your money.” But the Microsoft genius needs no
moral lessons from Ted Turner. Gates’s deci-

sion not to contribute to bureaucratic institu-
tions like the United Nations seems only

sensible and hardly merits Turner’s self-
righteous finger-pointing. The UN’s fa-

mously colossal waste of funds on
programs which more often than not

endanger American interests
prompts serious questions about
Turner’s own “charitable”
choices.

The truest charity is performed
selflessly, but Turner’s motives
are disingenuous. By feeding into
the coffers of a supranational or-
ganization, the publicity monger
displays ambivalence about his

loyalty to his own country. Yet this stunt proves unsurprising; after
all, the left’s second-favorite Ted has endorsed one-world-gov-
ernment for years.

The Good Jesse

Broadway couldn’t have picked a better pair of protagonists:
Bill Weld, the consummate Yankee, and Jesse Helms, who hardly
ever sets foot North of the Mason-Dixon Line. Add to this line-up
Weld’s undiplomatic snub of Helms in Election ‘96, and you get
a classic showdown.

Let the record show this case concerned little other than
theatrics. While the Left likes to cast this incident as an example
of Republican internal discord, it would have mattered little if Bill
Weld were a card-carrying member of the Christian Coalition—
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he gambled in insulting Jesse Helms,
and he lost. The southern straight-
shooter merely wished to settle the
score, valiantly sputtering in his
victim’s face, “I, Mr. Weld, do not
yield to ideological extortion.” Cul-
tural elites love sniping at Helms’s
cry of undemocratic procedure but
only because their man lost; few
leftists sung the same tune during
the railroading of Robert Bork or
the other hundred-and-fifty prece-
dents Helms pointed to in defending
his stance. Still, it’s a shame the
public never witnessed a confirma-
tion hearing: the sight of Helms
asking the erstwhile Governor
whether he would have taken this
ambassadorial post any more seri-
ously than his previous government
positions would have proved most
gratifying.

No Son Rising

One week after the Swedish government issued an apology for
sterilizing more than 60,000 people, seventeen groups representing
women or the handicapped demanded that Japan investigate a
similar government program which operated throughout five de-
cades. Many handicapped citizens and women are requesting
compensation and an apology for the 46-year practice, which, until
its revocation last year, ‘cleansed’ the Japanese race of genetic
diseases or inherited mental or physical impediments. It is ironic
that a country which so ardently sought a United States apology for
the bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki would refuse to acknowl-
edge the inhuman practice of denying its own weakest and most
innocent citizens fundamental rights of procreation.

www.freedom.com

Americans have watched the powers of government expand
under the guise of the Constitution’s elastic clause so greatly that
there exists no area in which the proverbial hand remains invisible.
Yet finally there arose something so free and so unregulated it has
become one of the most powerful tools ever created: the Internet.
With the total absence of federal involvement, whether in the form
of regulation or subsidies, the web has spawned myriad busi-
nesses, produced an equally staggering amount of jobs, allowed
companies to expand and grow, and has infused the world econo-
mies with billions of dollars. Its financial impact is becoming so
massive that it will surely begin to rival even the great Industrial
Revolution.

Despite its impressive impact, Capitol Hill deems this new
industry worthy of regulation. Congress opened hearings just last
week, in which New Jersey Representative Marge Roukema
complained that “our financial and our private lives are often out

in the open on the internet.” The current political trend holds that
since cyberspace is a venue of communication, it is therefore
subject to regulation by the Federal Communications Commis-
sion. But Big Brother has no right to restrict an entity which is
physically non-existent and has been developed, refined, and
financed with private funds. History has clearly demonstrated that
the conditions best-suited for economic expansion involve limited
government. Perhaps, like Dr. Frankenstein, we, too, have at-
tempted to produce an ideal and have instead unleashed a monster
which betrays its creator.

China’s Open Door

Few pay much attention to the musings of Chinese commu-
nists during Party congresses, but last week’s announcement by
President Jiang Zemin that China intends to essentially privatize
the state-owned sector of the economy marks a major turning point
for a nation that thirty years before lived the Marxist ideal to its
fullest extent.

Critically, the announcement cements the inevitability of the
economic reforms begun in the 1980’s. For some years now,
Sinologists have focused on the massive and largely insolvent
state-owned enterprises as the single most crucial piece of the
reform puzzle. In that sense, Jiang’s announcement exceeded at
least in language the expectations of most experts, few of whom
expected such a sweeping decree. Of course, great problems
remain, particularly how to handle the displacements bound to
occur as many money-hemorrhaging factories close their doors.
Before this, economic reforms brought much wealth and little
pain; this will be the litmus test of the Communists’ resolve. But
what none of this addresses is the necessity for greater political
openness. Economic freedoms can progress only so far in the
absence of personal ones.
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Comedy is allied to Justice.
 —Aristophanes

Fortnight in Review
SM

As the First Daughter headed to Stanford late last week, the
New York Times front page read, “A Clinton Leaves the White
House.” One down, two to go.

A Continental Airlines lady-pilot slapped her employers with
a sexual-harassment suit claiming that they did nothing to prevent
her male counterparts from swapping skin mags in the cockpit.
Huh huh, she said “cockpit.”

The House of Representatives recently voted to revoke former
Rep. Bob Dornan’s floor privileges. Voting for B-1 Bob was a
handful of fellow Republicans; voting against him was the remain-
der of the House plus five thousand Mexican aliens.

Due to lack of interest, Greenpeace has shut down all ten of
its permanent branch offices, and the number of full-time
Greenpeaceniks has shrunk from 400 to 65— an endangered
species definitely not worth saving.

A recent survey showed that almost 1 in 10 adult Montanans
have drinking or drug problems. Finally, we find out what the hell
people do there.

Surprise! Over $2 million in contributions to the Democratic
Party were illegally used for President Clinton’s re-election
campaign. One prominent contributor stated that he was shocked
that his money was being used unlawfully. He had been promised
it would be used to help murder Vince Foster.

Fashion plate Andi Friedman appears in this month’s issue of
Glamour. The issue contains the article, “Who Needs Plastic
Surgery!”

Named one of the magazine’s Top Ten College Women (not
to be confused with “Babes of the Ivy League”), Friedman told The
Daily, “I think this award sends a great message to women,
especially in a magazine that many people think is only about
fashion.” True enough: the issue also features “18 Signs He’d Be
Great to Sleep With.”

More Andi drivel: “[Glamour] is really sending a message to
girls that it is rewarding to be successful and hard working, and a
leader in the community.” One last cover story: “You? A Flirt?
You Bet! Here’s How.”

Attention Stanford men looking to score with the First
Freshmyn: Top Ten Pick-up Lines to Use on Chelsea Clinton

10. Is that a gun, or is your Secret Service agent just happy to see me?
9. Should I make the check out to the DNC?
8. Let’s go back to my room and listen to some Fleetwood Mac.
7. Am I loaded, or are you really not that ugly?
6. You know, I got some Astro turf in the back of my pickup
truck....
5. You kiss much better than Sarah Gore.
4. Lesbianism isn’t inherited, is it?
3. Some say I’m as big a champ as your old man.
2. I got pull with the Top Ten University Women selection
committee.
1. Kiss it.

New York Mayor Rudolph Giuliani
admitted to accepting more than $300,000 in
illegal contributions. He then announced that
he would run as a Democrat in the next
election.

Forest officials nabbed three Earth First!
activists during their attempt to stop road-
building and logging in the Nez Perce Forest.
Reportedly, the eco-misfits left their wallets
in the get-away car.

Chinese Chairman Jiang Zemin an-
nounced plans to privatize most of China’s
state-owned enterprises while maintaining a
Communist state. Zemin speculated an eco-
nomic boom, if taxed properly, might fund
ethnic cleansing for years to come.

Vice President Gore pledged to the
National Gay and Lesbian Task Force that he
would work as hard as he could for the ad-
vancement of gay rights. He’ll bend over
backwards, so to speak.
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A Federal appeals court recently ruled that Connecticut’s plan
to notify communities of the presence of sex offenders is, in fact,
constitutional. The citizens of Massachusetts are now working on
a similar bill that would notify communities of the presence of
Kennedys.

One of former Housing Secretary Henry Cisneros’s old
mistresses was recently brought up on some hot and steamy
charges of conspiracy, money laundering, obstruction of inves-
tigation, and, to top it off, bank fraud. Who knew he and Hillary
were an item?

Clinton recently called a halt to the deportation of five IRA
members living in the US, claiming that allowing them to stay
would aid the British–Irish peace process. Wait a minute! That’s
almost as ludicrous as thinking that inviting a PLO terrorist to the
White House would help the Arab–Israeli peace pr— oops, never
mind.

The number of station-house calls for erratic and aggressive
driving in Boston skyrocketed from 492 a month in January to 753
in August. In one incident, a driver opened up his car door at 65
mph in an attempt to clothesline a passing motorcyclist. Those
darn paparazzi.

This past Monday, customers of Dunkin’ Donuts lined up to
get free coffee and donuts in honor of “Time-to-Make-the-Do-
nuts” Fred’s retirement. In related news, TUPD issued no tickets
on Monday.

The University of California recently began offering a course
entitled “The Poetry and History of Tupac Shakur.” Hos and
bitches be especially encouraged to enroll.

To boost enrollment of Latinos, UC is considering rendering
SAT scores optional. After all, you don’t need to read or write to
pass Tupac.

But you do need to know Ebonics, which is why the state
schools plan to offer viewbooks in languages other than English.

Top Ten Real Reasons the Left Hates McDonald’s:

10. Matchbox cars in Happy Meals don’t conform to California
emissions standards
9. Hamburger meat not recycled (well, not 100%, anyway)
8. Arch Deluxes have created the very real possibility of Bill
Clinton dying in office
7. Ronald McDonald perpetuates malicious clown stereotypes
6. Spiffy uniforms make lefty “grunge fashion” look bad
5. Cheap artery-clogging food causes heavy burden on Medicaid
4. Ketchup is their only real vegetable
3. Sneaking suspicion that Chicken McNuggets are actually made
from something endangered
2. No quarter-pound blocks of tofu
1. No shirt, no shoes, no service

M
iss

. M
ode

sty

A federal judge fined Colonel’s Factory Outlet $150,000 for
illegally storing hazardous waste. Ballou and TAB, take note.

New Jersey wildlife officials plan to reduce their already
small black bear population by about half, using a hunting season,
a feeding ban, and contraceptives... plus an encore presentation of
“Why No Means No.”
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Deconstructing the leftist underpinnings
of Tufts’s World Civilizations requirement...

How the West
Was Lost

by Colin Kingsbury

In a world fast evolving away from West
ern dominance, the ability to understand

and work across different cultures and so-
cieties rises to great importance. On its
face, the World Civilizations requirement
appears a wise and reasonable response to
this new challenge. But for all its stated
goals, it remains in fact little more than one
of the most blatantly politicized require-
ments and a clear example of the petulant
anti-Western sentiment all too common in
the halls of modern academia.

The story of World Civilizations be-
gan in the early 1990’s, when the faculty in
a contentious meeting voted to require
students, beginning with the class of 1996,
to “...complete one designated course in
world civilizations.” These courses, panned
almost universally by students as the worst
they endured in their four years, included
such gems as “Time and Festivals,” “Im-
age and Icon,” and “A Sense of Place:
Cultural Constructions of Place.” Often
taught in huge lecture sections otherwise
conducive to midday naps and playing
hooky, instructors often gave frequent quiz-
zes requiring immense rote memorization
of the sort not seen since eighth grade
history classes. More significantly, the
courses dabbled in the obscure and largely
irrelevant processes of academic
postmodernism, which consist largely of
the creation of tongue-twisting words to
describe ideas about which no one cares.

In 1995, the faculty voted again on
World Civilizations, this time broadening
significantly the range of courses capable
of fulfilling the requirement. On the upside
this relegated the esoteric World Civiliza-
tions courses to the academic dustbin where
only students who wish to subject them-
selves to such classes must take them. But
a closer reading of the new World Civiliza-
tions requirement reveals that a few changes
in wording rarely signal a significant change
of sentiment.

The Tufts University Bulletin states
that, “World Civilizations shall study in
depth a non-Western civilization or civili-
zations, or the interaction of non-Western
and Western civilizations with equal atten-
tion given to both.” Yet the Bulletin goes
on to define the “non-Western world” as
including “Africa, Asia, the Caribbean,
Latin America, Oceania, and pre-
Columbian North America.” While Africa
and Asia seem to fall under any definition
of “non-Western,” why the Caribbean does
so is less obvious. Caribbean society today
bears the imprimatur of the West so deeply,
in terms of language, religion, and gover-
nance, that one wonders whether it is not
really Western after all. Latin America’s
citizens speak European languages, wor-
ship the Roman Catholic God, and quite a
large proportion even claim European an-
cestry. How then can we rationally classify
Brazil as non-Western?

While sociologists continue to grapple
with such contentious issues, when
it comes to the World Civi-
lizations require-
ment, it simply
doesn’t matter.
With intellectual
sloppiness sadly
typical of contem-
porary academia,
what the Tufts Bul-
letin refers to here
is not the “non-
Western world,”
but rather the
Third World.

To be sure, Japan and a few other nations
fail to qualify in this sense, but, here, ideas
matter more than facts. Among partisans of
the left, the Third World occupies a posi-
tion of special honor. The Third World is
the cult of victimhood writ on its grandest
scale, with entire nations and continents of
people oppressed not just by racists or
capitalists but by a whole system, the West-
ern system. The nations thus martyred read
like a laundry list of failed Marxist experi-
ments in the post-War era: China, Cuba,
Vietnam, Nicaragua. Each time the left
rallied to the Third World standard and
glamorized Mao, Che, Ho, Ortega; each
time it turned a blind eye as the star of
Revolution went out and the inevitable
darkness of oppression fell over yet an-
other country.

The irrational glorification of the Third
World hardly marks the only flaw of this
requirement. Assuming that introducing
students to non-Western civilizations is the
true aim of the requirement, one wonders
why study abroad in a non-Western nation
cannot fulfill it. Even if Dance 70, “Body,
Movement, and Power on the World Stage,”
actually opens any windows of understand-
ing for students, the profound experience
of living in another country for an extended
period of time certainly broadens one’s
perspective far more. Other courses such as
American Studies 11, which gives “par-
ticular emphasis [to] issues of race, class,

ethnicity, and gender,”

Please see, “Lost,”
continued on

page 20.
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S P E C I A L A S E C T I O N

too much cross dressing... powdered wigs... whigs... Canada... less tea, more
beer... brown teeth... less warm beer, more cold beer... kids named Pip... girls
named Gemma... national health care... streets not safe for streetwalkers... so
Hugh Grant comes to America... raunchy phone booths... Spice Girls... can’t tell
monarchy from look-alikes at Madame Toussaud’s... driving on the wrong side of
the road... the metric system... dyslexic prime ministers... drunk prime ministers...
queer prime ministers... prime ministers... Imagine all the limeys... two words:
Prince Charles... trench warfare... ruined Australian tourism... Round Table just as
lame as Chaplain’s Table... now they’re Protestant, now they’re not... Henry VIII
just like Clinton I... Gennifer Flowers much hotter than Camilla Parker-Bowles...
bobbies don’t have guns... no Second Amendment... no constitution... Curious
George could kick Paddington’s butt... can’t spell color... can’t spell connec-
tion... surprisingly can’t even spell labor... Morrissey... peace in our time... Fabian
Socialism... GA Cohen... snooty accents... Monty Python... Monty Python Soci-
ety... all bad guys in Star Wars have British accents... cricket... Downtown Julie
Brown... BBC... East India Company... Christopher Hitchens... spotted dick... Box-
ing Day... lorries... lifts... torches... Sting... Pete Townshend... Mad Cow Dis-
ease... Druids... Depeche Mode... rum, sodomy, and the lash... Wordsworth is no
match for Robert Frost... Luddites... Ringo... Brits invented buggering... red coats...
Roger Moore... John Maynard Keynes... intellectual void between John Stuart Mill
and Margaret Thatcher... Corgis... please sir, may I have some more?... sheep-
shagging... knickers... Are You Being Served?... Benny Hill... Pet Shop Boys... Body
Shop... VAT... last call: 11:00... National Enquirer better than The Star... people
who say “smashing”... people who say “jolly good”... people who say “bril-
liant”... people who think “bloody” is a curse word... Robin Hood (more cross
dressing, not to mention wealth redistribution)... round-abouts... elected Tony
Blair... AbFab... crumpets... Friedrich Engels... Rod Stewart... Tally Ho... Rugby...
double-decker buses... Rolls Royce not as reliable as good ol’ Ford... family
tweeds... taxation without representation... taxation.

100 reasons why
we’re glad we left

the British empire
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S P E C I A L A S E C T I O N

THE PRIMARY SOURCE REVI

“Bobbie Knable’s Bleeding Hearts Club Band”
(sung to the tune of The Beatles’ “Sgt. Pepper’s Lonely Hearts
Club Band”)

It was thirty years ago today
Knable came and never went away.
Her speech codes went a little out of style,
But censorship still makes her smile.
So may I introduce to you,
The act the left has played for years.

We’re Bobbie Knable’s Bleeding Hearts Club Band.
You’d damn well better like the show.
We’re Bobbie Knable’s Bleeding Hearts Club Band.
If not, we’ll have you bound and gagged.

“Over the Hill and Far Out” by the
Experimental College
(sung to the tune of Led Zeppelin’s
“Over the Hills and Far Away”)

Hey, baby, we’ve got grade inflation.
(Maybe more than enough.)
Oh, Jumbo, Jumbo, Jumbo,
Take a course with me.
You’ll get a four-point-oh.
You’ll really get a four-point-oh.

Oh, many times we’ve lied.
(We’ve got Marxist instructors.)
Many times ignored
What any moron knows.
Many crazy courses
Will get you college credit.
I’ve got a diploma
In “Klingon History.”

“Another Trick on the Hill, Part 2”
(sung to the tune of Pink Floyd’s “An-
other Brick in the Wall, Part 2”)

We don’t need no speech suppression.
We don’t need no thought police.
There’s no hate crimes on the campus.
Reitman, leave those kids alone.
Hey, Brucie! Leave those kids alone!

All in all, it’s just another trick on the hill.
All in all, they’re all just tricks on the hill.

We don’t have no education.
We don’t have no free-thinking.
No dissension in the classroom.
Commies, leave those kids alone.
Hey, Commies! Leave those kids alone!

All in all, it’s just another trick on the hill.
All in all, they’re all just tricks on the hill.
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And be sure to check out these hot B-sides!

“I Want To Hold Your Hand (But It’s Sexual Harassment)” by The Beatles, ‘90s remix
“Won’t Get Fooled Again” by students transferring to Harvard (covering The Who)
“Pink Wedding” by TTLGBC (after Billy Idol)
“Gimme Shelter” by the Rolling Stones (as interpreted by the Freshman Class)
“Warm-Beer Supernova” by the Inter-Greek Council (after Oasis)

S P E C I A L A S E C T I O N

VISITS THE BRITISH INVASION
“Paint it Black” by the Rolling Stones
(as interpreted by the Admissions Office, Bendetsen Hall)

I see a check-box, and I want it to say, “Black.”
White students everywhere! I want them to turn black.
I count the beans and I rescale the SAT’s.
I will discriminate to make diversity!

“Candle in the Wind”
by Elton John
(Second 1997 re-write)

Good-bye, UNICCO,
Though you never cleaned the dorms at all,
You had the gall to watch cartoons
While you, in slumber, fall.

Well, it seems to me you did your job
Like a lazy sloppy bum,
Never knowing how to clean the bowls
When you swigged your rum.
And I would have liked to have complained,
But you didn’t speak English,
Your contract ended long before
The smell of rotten fish.

“Ambiguous Tonight” by the
Tufts Transgendered, Gay, Les-
bian, and Bisexual Collective)
(sung to the tune of Eric
Clapton’s “Wonderful Tonight”)

It’s late in the evening.
He’s choosing a dress to wear.
He puts on his make-up,
Brushes his long blond hair.
And then he asks me,
“Do I look all right?”
And I say, “Yes,
You look ambiguous tonight.”

At the ATO party,
Everyone turns to see
The androgynous lady
Who’s fixing her plastic boobs.
And then he asks me,
“Do I look too butch?”
And I say, “Darling,
You look ambiguous tonight.”
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S P E C I A L A S E C T I O N

THE UK’s ANSWER TO TICKLE-
ME ELMO!!!!

PADDLE-ME
PADDINGTON

Play Eton housemaster to England’s favourite bear!
Corporal punishment is a British tradition— older than socialism and high taxes.

Relive the glory of the Empire, and give jolly ol’ Paddington the flogging of his life!

“After paddling Paddington’s bum, paddle mine!”
—Prince Charles

“Paddington’s a bugger. Whack his rear!”
—Winnie the Pooh

“After kissing up to IRA terrorists, I love to beat my Paddy bear.”
—Tony Blair

http://www.paddlemepaddington.co.uk

yes sir, may
I have another?
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Originally published April 4, 1996
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Loved, hated, adored, and feared, Margaret Thatcher
remains one of the pivotal figures of the twentieth century.

Reflections on the
Thatcher Revolution

by Camden Hubbard

In a century rife with atrocities commit-
ted by governments against their people,

Baroness Margaret Thatcher occupies a
place of special honor in the pantheon of
liberty. During the Cold War, she fought
the Soviet Union alongside Ronald Reagan,
and in the process revitalized the crucial
trans-Atlantic bond between the United
States and Great Britain. Though foes at
home never missed an opportunity to ac-
cuse her of forsaking the economically
disadvantaged, her twelve year-long gov-
ernment curbed inflation, increased dra-
matically the number of homeowners, and
saw the ranks of the middle class swell.
Taking office at a time of great national
self-doubt, Thatcher restored the pride of
the British people and ensured that the
island which once ran the Empire would
not drop off the world stage.

Like her American counterpart,
Thatcher hails from a humble background.
In England, a nation of limited social mo-
bility, very few rise to the higher echelons.
But by applying a Protestant work ethic
which instilled the virtues of self-disci-
pline and individualism at a young age, the
“grocer’s daughter” made the giant leap
from her small hometown of Grantham to
Ten Downing Street. As she would subse-
quently reveal, “It’s passionately interest-
ing for me that the things that I learned in
a small town, in a very modest home, are
just the things that I believe have won the
election.”

Demonstrated intellectual prowess and
diligence earned her a B.S. and an M.A. in
Chemistry at the University of Oxford. She
earned this academic merit at a time when
few women ventured out of the kitchen.
Never indulging in the self-pitying creed of
radical feminism, Thatcher asserted, “I owe
nothing to women’s lib.” Before Betty
Friedan and Gloria Steinem plotted to take
back the night, the “grocer’s daughter”
embarked on a monumental path to power.

1953 brought marriage to Denis Thatcher
and the birth of twins. But far from settling
into the life of a housewife, she passed the
bar and became a tax lawyer. Her uncanny
knack for successfully balancing both fam-
ily and career aspirations clearly sets her
apart from domestic dollies and militant
feminists alike.

Her political career began in earnest
with her election to Parliament as a mem-
ber of the Conservative Party in 1959. An
appointment to the Ministry of Pension and
National Insurance by Conservative PM
Harold Macmillan followed two years later.
Though the years 1964 through 1970 marked
some of the darkest for the Conservatives,
Thatcher found her persistence rewarded
in 1970 with the election of ideological ally
Edward Heath.

Serving
as the secre-
tary for edu-
cation and
science, she
spurred con-
troversy by
a b o l i s h i n g
the free milk
program for
school chil-
d r e n .
Labourites in
pa r l i amen t
shouted her
down with
cries of
“Thatcher the
m i l k
snatcher” and
other epithets
too vulgar for
publication,
but the con-
f r o n t a t i o n
only hard-
ened her de-

termination to dismantle the British wel-
fare state. While the Conservatives lost
control of the government in 1974, the
election marked a bittersweet victory. For,
Thatcher soon took the opportunity to de-
throne Heath as party leader and prepared
herself for the next vigorous campaign.

Opportunity finally knocked in 1979.
Widespread civil unrest and six weeks of
strikes erupted among a range of skilled
workers from teachers to garbagemen. This
upheaval led to a vote of no confidence in
the Labour government, and Thatcher
missed not a beat in seizing the chance to
cast her opponents as unfit to rule. Vowing
to crush the unions, curb welfare spending,
expand the national defense, and breathe
life back into the ailing economy, Thatcher
rode an electoral uprising to triumph in
May 1979, inaugurating a government that
would outlast any of her twentieth century
predecessors’.

Maggie, What Have We Done?
True to her conservative beliefs,

Thatcher unveiled her first budget one
month after taking office. She endeavored
to reduce the government burden on the
individual by slashing outrageous tax rates.
She dropped the highest rate on “unearned”
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income from a soaring 90% to 75%, plum-
meted the top rate on earned income from
83% to 60%, and elevated value-added
taxes. Hearkening back to the frugality
instilled in her by the Protestant work ethic,
Thatcher sought to ensure that socialist
Britain commit to fiscal responsibility. She
also took a lesson from the American pro-
ponents of supply-side economics, who
recognized that reducing the tax burden on
the individual generated an increase in the
actual revenue the state receives.

Liberating the middle class of the vis-
ible hand frees up the consumer’s ability to
spend more money in the marketplace, which
in turn jump-starts the economy. On that
note, Thatcher also removed restrictive for-
eign exchange control, took steps to eradi-
cate wage-and-price guidelines, and reduced
government subsidies to inefficient indus-
tries. Here she began the crucial process of
privatizing the significant state-owned sec-
tor of the economy, selling off British Petro-
leum, British Airways, and British Tele-
communications among others.

Thatcher continued with what she
called her “popular capitalism,” in her sec-
ond term by privatizing $30 billion worth
of shares in nationalized industries to pri-
vate citizens. By 1987, the proportion of
the British electorate who owned stock
totaled 20%, triple the number in 1979.
Similarly, over one million municipally
owned council houses were sold to their
occupants during the same period, raising
the percentage of homeowners from 52 to
66. Industries controlled by the state tend
toward bureaucratic waste, with no incen-
tive to adjust to the consumer’s needs.
Contrarily, private companies  must com-
pete with one another and raise their stan-
dards according to the market. Thatcher’s
firm grasp of these free enterprise concepts
inspired her privatization efforts.

Defending the Crown
The 1982 attack of crown forces on the

Falkland Islands by Argentina would prove
to be a pivotal event for Thatcher’s govern-
ment. With trademark ferocity, the PM
unleashed the British Navy and devastated
the Argentine forces, defeating them within
the space of only ten weeks. Her approval
ratings skyrocketed to fifty-nine percent
with her proclamation that “Great Britain
is great again,” and she wasted no time in
calling for an early election in the Spring of
1983. Again, the Conservatives carried the

day with 42.7% of the vote.
Events in 1984 proved her courageous

resolve in the Falklands War far more than
a calculated political position. Despite elud-
ing by mere minutes the detonation of a
massive bomb planted in her hotel room by
the Irish Republican Army, Thatcher re-
mained ardently opposed to forces wishing
to separate Northern Ireland from the United
Kingdom. By the middle of the 1980’s,
Thatcher had certainly earned the sobri-
quet, “Iron Lady,” applied to her by Soviets
in 1976 after her castigation of commu-
nism.

Throughout her term in office, the
Conservative Party’s leading woman main-
tained extraordinarily close contact with
the man widely viewed as her ideological
soul-mate, President Ronald Reagan. Con-
tending that Britain should negotiate with
the Soviets from a position of military
strength, Thatcher reinforced defense at
home and forged close ties with the nation
she called “the greatest force for liberty the
world has known.”
That force was
none other than
Britain’s erstwhile
former colony, the
United States.

Riding an-
other wave of
popular support,
Thatcher’s gov-
ernment won its
final election in
1987. During that
term she remained
one of the most
eloquent of the
Euroskeptics, cor-
rectly perceiving
the power-hungry
Eurocrats in Brus-
sels as a clear
threat to British
power and sover-
eignty. In her ab-
sence, this issue
later became one
of the most divi-
sive in the Con-
servative party.
John Major’s fail-
ure to establish a
definite position
in last Spring’s
election deci-

mated opponents of European union.
In an age when feminists insist on

speaking of “women leaders,” conserva-
tives alone praise Thatcher for her irre-
pressible voice for freedom. Once asked
how it felt to be a female prime minister,
she responded that she simply didn’t know:
“I’ve never experienced the alternative.”
Her disavowal of victim status for women
and strident anti-Communism won Thatcher
the scorn of the Left.

This month, the Queen of Conserva-
tism boldly steps onto the left-leaning Tufts
campus to deliver a speech to the commu-
nity about Europe, the Middle East and
democracy. Her words will likely prove
timely, sharp and rich in political perspec-
tive and will undoubtedly be as admired as
they are detested; as sought-after as they
are avoided; as thought-provoking as they
are memorable.

Miss Hubbard is a senior majoring
in English and International Relations.
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The vegetarians rear their ugly
plant-eating heads— again.

McDeath? I’ll Have the
Extra-Value Meal

by Lewis Titterton

Ever since the first cavemen sharpened
their spears and trudged off in search of

bloodthirsty fruits and vegetables, it has
been a universal fact that humans are veg-
etarians. But in the course of eons, human-
kind, somehow, has gone from roasting
summer squash and corn over a celebratory
bonfire to the gruesome practice of actu-
ally killing animals for food. Obviously,
we veered decidedly off-track into the lurid
world of flesh consumption due to a pro-
found and insidious plan by veggie-hating
white men. And along this downward spi-
ral into a blood frenzy came along the
vicious entity known as McDonald’s, which
now rears its carnivorous head in nearby
Davis Square.

One may ask, “How can we, as up-
standing, conscientious members of a sup-
posedly moral, civilized race of people,
allow this ubiquitous symbol of inhuman-
ity to invade our little burg?” A valid
question indeed, right up there alongside,
“Are humans white or dark meat?” To
answer the first question, one must exam-
ine the issue below the blood-red surface of
beak-less chickens and angry bovines.
While the vegans wish to create a meat-free
world, they never address the many prob-
lems inherent in their plans.

Consider the economic issue.
McDonald’s and other flesh purveyors
(minds out of the gutter, please) employ
millions worldwide, and to convert them
all to vegetarian establishments would con-
sume greater quantities of time and money
than dealing with former UNICCO em-
ployees and paying your CampusLink bill.
Nor would simply closing their doors elimi-
nate the problem. Unemployment would
undoubtedly skyrocket and all those bil-
lions served would be forced to look for
other cheap eats, and, finding none, prob-
ably turn to cannibalism like so many psy-
chologically tortured chickens.

The question also arises as to what to

do with all the leftover animals if we were
to change to strictly vegetarian living. Once
we cease eating and milking them, the
space currently used for their raising would
need to be converted to veggie-growing for
the new cruelty-free society. Assuming
that these creatures have no futures as
guard-pigs and pet chickens, who wants to
foot the bill for taking care of these now-
useless animals? While we could, on one
hand, slaughter the whole lot, such a solu-
tion represents an even greater injustice
than the problem it solves. At least now
they provide food, a net benefit to society.
But then, left-wing solutions often result in
paradoxical injustices and inefficient out-
comes. Still, it would spare future genera-
tions the horror of the slaughterhouse. Ster-
ilizing the population also
avoids cattle Armaged-
don, but raises the
question of the
extent to
which man
s h o u l d
meddle with
n a t u r e ’ s
ways. Alter-
nately we
might let
them breed
and eat un-
controlla-
bly. But this
too fails,
since it re-
sults either in
their over-
p o p u l a t i o n
and starving, or
their eating all
the food and our
starving.

Vegans, quite
frankly, have their
heads in the sand like

so many delicious ostriches. In a perfect
world, we could exploit nothing and still be
happy as clams (mmmm...clams). But we
all know that perfect worlds exist only in
fairy tales, and trying to create them here
causes more problems than it solves. Let’s
face it: if the world can’t be perfect, it can
at least be occasionally tasty.

In the sense that vegans wish to reduce
the amount of cruelty in the world, they
merit some praise. But they fall into the
common liberal trap of wishing to change
the world in one fell swoop. Mother Teresa
did not try to take on the problem of pov-
erty all over the world, but instead chose to
do what she could to ease the suffering of a
few. In the same sense, vegans might choose
to focus on small, immediate issues such as
finding homes for stray pets or spaying
dogs and cats. This approach would pre-
vent far more suffering on the part of our
critter friends than any number of anti-milk
protests and “Viewpoints” in the Tufts Daily.
As for the rest of us, we should welcome
McDonald’s with open arms, or at least
empty trays ready for filling with grease-
soaked goodies.

Mr. Titterton is a freshman
who has not yet chosen a major.
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Two college campuses take
entitlements to an extreme.

A Tale of Two
Campuses

by Craig Waldman

American society has adopted an en-
titlement mentality. From suing

McDonald’s over hot coffee to endorsing
racial preference laws, the average citizen
has turned the words “I have the right to...”
into a national slogan. Those who believe
that the children of every era inherit the
legacy of their parents need look no further
than Generation X for evidence. College
campuses today reflect even more indul-
gence in a victimology that fabricates rights
not protected under the Constitution and
undercuts those that already are, as recent
events at Boston University and Yale un-
fortunately illustrate.

Massachusetts Judge Patti Saris af-
forded BU students a “right” that falls
under the category of ridiculous. Even The
New Republic saw fit to publish the outra-
geous exploits of the “BU Ten,” a group
which filed a lawsuit against the school for
infringement upon the Americans with
Disabilities Act. It all started when BU’s
President Jon Westling justifiably decided
to tighten the school’s standards. He merely
called for students demanding courtesies
such as extra time on exams or exemptions
from required courses to produce the re-
sults of a physician consultation and a
signed form demonstrating genuine dis-
abilities. The President’s ruling would have
likely reduced the volume of students seek-
ing undeserved special treatment while
maintaining recourses for those with legiti-
mate disorders.

Judge Saris overruled Westling’s
policy on the spurious grounds that it re-
flected bias towards the learning disabled.
As a result, students no longer must prove
that they suffer from an infirmity. They can
simply announce that they need extra time
on their exams or that they cannot complete
the assignments for a required class, and
BU must comply. Some of these students
suffer from such “ailments” as “bad hand-
writing” and “foreign language disability.”

Many students write illegibly, but that does
not exempt them from classes. Jumbos,
too, complain of foreign language diffi-
culty, but Tufts still requires three semes-
ters. They may not enjoy it, but they do the
best they can. Over at Kenmore Square,
students are just looking for an easy way
out. By ruling in their favor, Judge Saris
gave it to them.

Undeniably, those with true learning
disabilities who are otherwise capable of
competing deserve consideration and as-
sistance in receiving a good education. But
Judge Saris’s decision gives everyone the
opportunity to take advantage of the sys-
tem, because it draws no distinction be-
tween “Dyslexic Diane” and “Somnolent
Samantha,” who sleeps through all her
exams. Lumping legitimate disorders in
with contrived excuses simply discredits
the genuine disability.

But the madness did not stop there. Not
only did the “BU Ten” seek rights to sleep
through exams and submit late assignments

consisting of illegible handwriting, they
also demanded compensation for damages.
Ever the fairy godmother, Judge Saris
awarded them a hefty $30,000 for their
troubles. The message is clear: you can get
paid to slack off on your work, if you
simply chant the mantra of “rights.” In
another, more sensible age, these jokers
would have been laughed off the campus.

While the “BU Ten” busily spend their
spoils, some students down at New Haven
struggle to hold onto one of their most basic
rights. This year, Yale administrators at-
tempted to strengthen the residential policy
by mandating that students accept campus
residences at a cost of $7,000 per year. Lost
in the balance was one of the greatest
liberties afforded to Americans: the free-
dom to worship whatever religion one
chooses. Five Orthodox Jewish students
were denied the single sex housing needed
to comply with the standards of their faith.
This branch of Judaism prohibits unmar-
ried persons from residing in co-ed hous-
ing. Yet Yale has demanded they purchase
campus housing even if they move off
campus in order to comply with their reli-
gious beliefs. As a result, two of the fresh-
men involved paid double just for a place to
live.

Ironically, the school which boasts the
number one reputation for turning out the

Please see “Campuses,”
continued on the next page.

Not everybody goes for co-ed living.
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“Campuses,” continued
from the previous page.

nation’s top lawyers now faces a high pro-
file lawsuit. If Yale wants to partake of

taxpayer funds in the form of cushy fed-
eral student loan and grant programs, then
it cannot ignore the attached strings. Yale
proudly touts itself as an ardent champion
of diversity and tolerance, extolling its
myriad minority programs. The school
spends a tremendous amount of money on
various projects such as its African-Ameri-

“Lost,” continued from page 10.

arguably teach students nothing about any-
thing, least of all about non-Western civi-
lizations. Indeed, Tufts long ago eviscer-
ated our once-stringent six-semester lan-
guage requirement, which probably ac-
complished more by way of introducing
students to new cultures and civilizations
than even the best one-semester course in
World Civilizations.

But the greatest flaw of the World
Civilizations requirement lies neither in
its radical underpinnings nor its some-
time failure to actually introduce stu-
dents to non-Western civilizations. How-
ever practical or noble the intent of some
of the requirement’s sponsors, students
here need a strong introduction to West-
ern civilization far more than any other.
Many students earn degrees without ever
studying the works of Adam Smith, Plato,
or Shakespeare, to name just a few. Of-
ten, such charges appear mere name-
dropping, but it raises the crucial ques-
tion of whether a student can gain an
understanding of another civilization or
culture before he understands his own.
Indeed, without a clear understanding of
the intellectual underpinnings of a soci-
ety, events lose meaning in relation to

each other. The past retains meaning only
insofar as we can recast it in terms of
present-day situations, and just as often
loses all connection to real-
ity whatsoever. Thus, New
Jersey Senator Robert
Torricelli can claim pain-
ful memories of hearing
anti-Italian slurs during
Senate organized crime
hearings that took place in
1951, before he was born,
and get away with it.

The study of the Western intellectual
tradition gains greater importance when
one considers its unparalleled impact on
the world. Western systems of education,
governance, and business dominate the
world, not because of Western coercion,
but because of the inherent advantages of
those systems. Whereas, fifteen years
ago, more than a few ax-grinding intel-
lectuals passed the time penning obituar-
ies of the West, today, free markets and
elected governments rule in an unprec-
edented number of countries. For all the
flaws present in Western societies and
civilizations, no other system equals the
ability of the West to evolve over time in
response to internal and external pres-
sures; therein lies its ability to survive
and flourish over so many years.

While single courses may offer stu-
dents the ability to better understand a
particular society, civilization, or cul-

ture, in the long term, with the vast diver-
sity of the human experience, only an
education which focuses on inquiry and
the process of critical thought offers any
real hope of imparting to students the
ability to understand how the world oper-
ates. By emphasizing understanding of
foreign cultures and civilizations to stu-
dents largely unsure of their own roots,
World Civilizations will never succeed
in teaching students anything more than
simple facts and snippets of information.
And while such information forms a cru-
cial link in the chain of comprehension,
only a truly uneducated man would mis-
take it for the whole.

Mr. Kingsbury is a senior
majoring in Economics.

can Weekend retreat and other cultural
events. But the institution readily tramples
on the rights of those who espouse tradi-
tional Judaic beliefs. Yale made news
only a few years ago for refusing to launch
a Western studies program which George

Bass offered to privately
fund. Clearly, the school’s
supposed tolerance stops at
the door of Western culture.

Yale should actively
seek accommodations for
these students. If no hous-
ing becomes available on
campus, the school should
at least provide the opportu-

nity to move off campus without requiring
students to hand over an additional $7,000.
Even left-leaning legal-eagle Alan
Dershowitz condemned the university’s
policy. The Yale Law alumnus described
the college’s double-charging as a “reli-
gious tax”: “It means that students who
can afford to pay twice for their room and

board will be able to exercise their reli-
gious freedom while those who cannot
pay twice will be required to compromise
their religious practice.”

Thankfully, the Tufts community has
not yet encountered the issues confronting
Boston University and Yale. Tufts cur-
rently provides housing that would con-
form to the beliefs of some orthodox Jews,
with options such as Richardson House.
And for those who need extra time on
exams, the university’s Academic Re-
source Center has established a rigorous
process designed to weed out impostors.
The ARC requires psychological evalua-
tions, doctor’s notes, and other concrete
indications of legitimate disability. The
events at BU and Yale epitomize the op-
posite extremes of tolerance in the hands
of left-wing hypocrites.

Mr. Waldman is a freshman who
has not yet chosen a major.

Yale University readily tramples on the

rights of those who espouse traditional

Judaic beliefs.

However practical or noble the intent of
some of the requirement’s sponsors,
students here need a strong introduction
to Western civilization far more than
any other.



THE PRIMARY SOURCE, SEPTEMBER 24, 1997   21

Communism and Nazism are more than strange
bedfellows— they’re ideological kindred spirits.

Separated
at Birth

by Ananda Gupta

The two words “Never again” strike a
deep and resounding chord for many.

They connote both grim determination and
profound sorrow. The Holocaust— the
murder of 6 million Jews by the Nazis
during the 1940s— has been called by
historians the defining event of the twenti-
eth century. Upon the defeat of the Nazis in
1945, the civilized world faced the daunt-
ing task of coming to grips with the lowest
depths to which humanity can sink. But the
defeat of another ideology not too long ago
has spurred few similar calls for memory.
The genocides perpetrated by Lenin and
Stalin, and their imitators, Mao Tse-tung
and Pol Pot, do not strike the same chord as
the Holocaust. Yet they ought to. The prac-
tices of fascism and communism differ
only trivially. Both are now basically fringe
philosophies, as well they should be— but
nonetheless, only Nazism provokes the in-
tellectual and gut-level disgust that both
deserve.

If It Looks Like A Duck And Walks Like
a Duck, Shoot It

When two ideologies or systems are
morally equivalent, one ought to pass the
same moral judgment on both. One might
call the system of American slavery mor-
ally equivalent to the one practiced by the
Romans, believing that the indignation at
both should be the same. Justifying such a
claim depends largely on what one believes
important; for example, if one denies that
intentions matter, then any two actions
with the same consequences are equiva-
lent. Most people, through common sense,
think that both intentions and consequences
matter. Accordingly, to show that fascism
and communism do not differ in any mor-
ally meaningful way, one needs to show
that neither their intentions nor their conse-
quences appreciably differ.

The case for equal consequences has
become easier to make in recent years, with

opened Soviet archives revealing the full
horror of Stalin’s Siberian concentration-
camp empire. Hitler’s death toll, not count-
ing World War II military casualties, was
around eight million: six million Jews plus
two million assorted other “undesirables.”
Stalin, however, murdered approximately
ten million dissidents, peasants, and other
‘counter-revolutionaries’ in the camp sys-
tem dubbed the ‘Gulag Archipelago’ by
Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn. (Even that is a
conservative estimate; historian Robert
Conquest puts the number at 14 million,
and some others go as high as 25 million).

Kolyma, the Soviet counterpart to
Auschwitz, operated as a death camp for
over fifteen years. Conquest describes the
conditions at Kolyma: “In one of the penal
camps which had started a year with 3,000
inmates, 1,700 were dead by the end, and
another 800 in the hospital with
dysentery...A Soviet article of 1988 says
that ‘of every one hundred inmates of
Kolyma, only two or three survived.’”

Further, Stalin engaged in the wide-
spread and regular confiscation of grain

during famine years in the Ukraine and
Caucasus, starving to death another seven
million peasants in the name of farm col-
lectivization. Lenin, by contrast, allowed
international relief for peasants after the
state’s grain quota was extracted. Stalin
denied aid and executed peasants who re-
fused to turn over the grain and bread they
had saved for subsistence. The Party viewed
the Ukraine as a hotbed of counter-revolu-
tion, given its traditional loyalty to the
Czar and its wealth relative to the rest of
Russia. Finally, Stalin’s firing-squad ex-
ecution toll numbers around five million,
many of whom were fellow Communists
whose crime was threatening Stalin’s iron
grip on Soviet power.

Both Nazi Germany and Soviet Russia
embraced expansionism, gobbling up
neighboring small countries and imposing
on them totalitarian systems. Germany, of
course, began the Second World War. The
Soviet Union, though, annexed all of the
Baltic States as well as parts of Finland and
Romania. Furthermore, before the war, the
Communists and Nazis came to an agree-
ment over Poland: specifically, Russia re-
ceived a chunk of eastern Poland in ex-
change for its neutrality when Germany
invaded. Such complicity reveals a certain
singularity of purpose.

Given all of this, one can hardly argue
that the results from Communist and fascist
regimes differ in any relevant respect. Both
gave rise to body counts unprecedented in
human history. In fact, when the regimes of

Continued on the next page.
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Continued from the previous page.

Mao and Pol Pot are counted alongside
those of Hitler and Imperial Japan (whose
atrocities in Korea and occupied China have
been documented as well), communism’s
count reaches a far higher mark.

The Conscience of the Dictator
One way in which communism and

fascism undeniably differ is in the area of
theory. Communism has a vast literature of
theoretical writings, whereas the books of
fascism are few and hard to find. Most
people are familiar with the old shibboleth
that “Communism works in theory.” Un-
fortunately, the theory of communism leads
not only to a chaotic economic system, but
to a totalitarian state. Furthermore, the
theoretical differences between the two
ideologies do not constitute a morally sig-
nificant difference.

The complex claim that communism
works in theory appeals to Marx’s original
writings, but concedes that the practice has
been a disaster. The theory of communism,
though, is undeniably totalitarian. Lenin,
in A Contribution to the History of the
Question of Dictatorship, defines dictator-
ship: “The scientific concept, dictatorship,
means nothing more nor less than unlim-
ited power resting on force, not limited by
anything, not restrained by any laws or any
absolute rules. Nothing else but that.” He
then goes on to argue that since the working
classes will not revolt by themselves, but
rather reach mere “trade-union conscious-
ness,” a revolutionary elite must head a
perpetual dictatorship to ensure that capi-
talism never returns. Marx does not explic-
itly advocate a perpetual dictatorship; in
fact, he claimed that the state would “wither
away” in a society populated by commu-
nist men. But he did encourage the belief
that revolutionaries ought not consider ar-
guments against or limits on their power.
His arguments against “bourgeois freedom”
and his claim that “false consciousness”

suffices to explain popular disagreement
with socialism do little to encourage re-
straint among his followers.

Some argue that Communists, for all
their philosophical follies and mass mur-
der, are just utopians who really wish the
best for all of us. In contrast, Nazis and
other fascists are genuinely evil people

who seek only to exploit and
murder for the sheer fun of it
all. But that argument misses
the fact that the Nazis de-
scribed a utopia of their
own— one populated en-
tirely by those with the proper
racial characteristics. Simi-
larly, the Communist utopia
is one without reactionaries

or troublesome loyalties to anything other
than the state or, further along, the collec-
tive good. Both utopias require the deaths
of vast numbers of people to become real-
ity. And both engender a crusading, fanati-
cal mentality in their adherents.

Finally, and perhaps most unconscio-
nably, one argument assumes Nazi atroci-
ties less execrable than Communist atroci-
ties since they were committed on the basis
of ethnicity instead of ideology or class.
Therefore, the two ideologies cannot be
morally equivalent, the theory goes, since
one could avoid death at Stalin’s hands
simply by becoming a Communist. Yet
Stalin murdered a great many fellow Com-
munists as well as deporting entire nation-
alities and ethnic groups to the gulags.
And, of course, many Jews and other perse-
cuted groups tried to mask their heritage in
Germany (usually to no
avail). But the principle
of the argument ought to
disgust anyone. Someone
murdered simply for pos-
sessing certain beliefs has
suffered no less an injus-
tice than someone mur-
dered for his or her race or
ethnicity.

Never Again
In a way, it is sad that

one need even make such
arguments, just as it is sad
that there need be Holo-
caust museums to remind
us of history’s darkest
years. But few students,
much less the general pub-

lic, know the depth of Communism’s trag-
edy. In a 1996 Philadelphia Inquirer ar-
ticle, Cathy Young describes a survey con-
ducted at the University of Pennsylvania.
Professor Alan Kors surveyed students,
asking them to estimate how many people
Stalin killed. The median answer was
10,000— comparable to thinking that Hitler
killed only 3,000 people. Such ignorance
about the Nazi Holocaust rightly provokes
outrage and sadness. Kors’s results pro-
voke silence. Hopefully, a day will arrive
when those who casually espouse commu-
nist ideals will receive the same ostracism
that the Klansman or the skinhead receives
today, and those who express such tremen-
dous ignorance about the human misery
caused by Communism and its acolytes
will have only themselves to blame.

Communist states reign today in only
four places: Vietnam, North Korea, China,
and Cuba. Yet vigilance against its return is
just as important as vigilance against the
return of Nazism. The two ideologies differ
only in names and faces— those of the mur-
derers and the murdered. That communism
lives on today only in the ivory towers of
worldwide academia ought not deter us from
remembering its atrocities, just as the defeat
of Nazism and the deaths of the remaining
Holocaust survivors ought not diminish our
commitment never to forget those who died—
and those who killed them.

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

Hopefully, a day will arrive when those
who casually espouse communist ideals
will receive the same ostracism that the
Klansman or the skinhead receives
today.
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Imposing your
vegetarianism on

him

Saying, “Oh, I’ll
just have a salad”

Saying, “Wherever you want to
go” when you clearly have a

preference

Refusing to give him a
straight answer

Pouting whenever he
wants to go out

with his
friends

Forc-
ing him to lis-

ten to the Indigo
Girls

Keeping a pile of his CD’s
after you break up with him

Making him feel as if his car stereo
is inadequate

Initiating gross PDA’s in front
of his friends

Forcing him to see The
Bridges of Madison
County

Thinking your re-
lationship is more im-
portant than the World
Series

Limiting his Fenway Park
wiener intake

Wearing tank-
tops, half-shirts,
and the like, and then
giving guys mean looks
after they check you out

Asking, “Does this make
me look fat?”

Divorcing him and getting half his stuff

Never picking up the check.
Never even offering

Pressuring him to
   drive at or under the speed

limit. Encouraging him to stop at
yellow lights

Driving— at any time— for  any reasonPower
&

Control

Seems the womynists did a
little “awareness” postering.
But little has been said of the

grave problem of female-
against-male abuse...
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Being conservative is never merely a matter of
income, but a whole way of life, a will to take
responsibility for oneself.

They have the usual socialist disease; they
have run out of other people’s money.

Let our children grow tall, and some taller than
others if they have it in them to do so.

If we are safe today, it is because America has
stood with us. If we are to remain safe tomorrow,
it will be because America remains powerful
and self-confident. When, therefore, the
Americans face difficulties, we need to say to
them more clearly: “We are with you...”

The Labour Party believes in turning workers
against owners; we believe in turning workers
into owners.

Hope is no basis for a defense policy.

Ronald Reagan won the Cold War without
firing a shot.

No Western nation has to build a wall around
itself to keep its people in.

Freedom is not synonymous with an easy life...
There are many difficult things about freedom:
It does not give you safety, it creates moral
dilemmas for you; it requires self-discipline; it
imposes great responsibilities; but such is the
nature of Man and in such consists his glory
and salvation.

There can be no liberty unless there is economic
liberty.

Success is having a flair for the thing that you
are doing; knowing that is not enough, that you
have got to have hard work and a sense of
purpose.

If you just set out to be liked, you would be
prepared to compromise on anything at any
time, and you would achieve nothing.

The European Union not only wishes to take
away our powers; it wishes to increase its own.
It wants to regulate our industries and labor
markets, pontificate over our tastes, in short, to
determine our lives.

So long as freedom, that is, freedom with
responsibility, is grounded in morality and
religion, it will last far longer than the kind that
is grounded only in abstract, philosophical
notions.

[Communism’s collapse] was due in large
measure to the firmness of President Ronald
Reagan who said, in effect, to Soviet leader
Mikhail Gorbachev, “Do not try to beat us
militarily, and do not think that you can extend
your creed to the rest of the world by force.”

I’m extraordinarily patient provided I get my
own way in the end.

I do not know anyone who has got to the top
without hard work. That is the recipe. It will not
always get you to the top, but should get you
pretty near.

You may have to fight a battle more than once
to win it.

To wear your heart on your sleeve isn’t a very
good plan; you should wear it inside, where it
functions best.

Pennies do not come from heaven— they have
to be earned here on earth.

Trying to move towards the center ground
makes no political sense, either. It is not the
center but the common ground, the shared
instincts and traditions of the British people,
on which we should pitch our tents.

With enormous courage, the first American
colonists set out on a perilous journey to an
unknown land— without government subsidies
and not in order to amass fortunes but to fulfill
their faith.

Listen to Czech President Vaclav Havel, who
suffered grievously for speaking up for freedom
when his nation was still under the thumb of
communism. He has observed, “In everyone
there is some longing for humanity’s rightful
dignity, for moral integrity, and for a sense that
transcends the world of existence.” His words
suggest that in spite of all the dread terrors of
communism, it could not crush the religious
fervor of the peoples of Eastern Europe and the
Soviet Union.

The wonderful thing about capitalism is that it
does not discriminate against the poor, as has
been so often charged; indeed, it is the only
economic system that raises the poor out of
poverty.

Capitalism also allows nations that are not rich
in natural resources to prosper. If resources
were the key to wealth, the richest country in
the world would be Russia... Why isn’t Russia
the wealthiest country in the world?... It is
because the government denies citizens the
right to use their God-given talents. Man’s
greatest resource is himself, but he must be free
to use that resource.

Freedom, whether it is the freedom of the
marketplace or any other kind, must exist within
the framework of law. Otherwise it means only
freedom of the strong to oppress the weak.

Our best hope as sovereign nations is to maintain
strong defenses. Indeed, that has been one of
the most important moral as well as geopolitical
lessons of the 20th century. Dictators are
encouraged by weakness; they are stopped by
strength. By strength, of course, I do not merely
mean military might, but the resolve to use that
might against evil.

We who are living in the West today are
fortunate. Freedom has been bequeathed to us.
We have not had to carve it out of nothing; we
have not had to pay for it with our lives. Others
before us have done so.... It would be a grave
mistake to think that freedom requires nothing
of us.

Each of us has to earn freedom anew in order
to possess it. We do so not just for our own sake,
but for the sake of our children, so that they may
build a better future that will sustain over the
wider world the responsibilities and blessings
of freedom.

There is no such thing as society: there are
individual men and women, and there are
families.

Let me give you my vision: a man’s right to
work as he will, to spend what he earns, to own
property, to have the state as servant and not as
master. These are the essence of a free country
and on that freedom all other freedoms depend.


