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S c a r e  1 ’a c k a g e
Intimidating letters to parents insulting, appalling

I t s not like UT student acti\ ’."th don t have 
enough to w orry about a 1 reach Saddled 
with possible crim inal and scholastic pun

ishm ent tor their protests and treqjuenth target
ed be death threats these activists now face yet 
another cost of voicing their concerns

Mom and Dad will find out.
The\ might anvw ay, unless the appalling 

tactic recently used to intim idate three gay and 
lesbian students and their parents w as m ereh 
an isolated incident —  and one I  1 student 
group s Cl A-like intention to "m o n ito r' the 
cam pus suggests otherw ise

In the wake of several gay and lesbian p ro
tests and demonstrations, someone sent the 
families of three participants photocopies of 
Daily Texan stories on their activities.

O nce again, certain conserv ative elem ents on 
this cam pus have discovered a w holly uncon- 
structive m anner in w hich to react to pressing 
cam pus issues. I here w as no advancem ent of 
the debate over gav and lesbian issues, nor was 
there pretension  of such.

W hoever is responsible for the m ailings 
seem s to have had no objective other than to 
infringe upon and possibly dam age private rela
tionships betw een parents and children w hile 
attem pting to  silence cam pus discourse.

Did thee succeed? Apparently — and thank
fully —  not on the first two counts anyw ay. 
Two of the students w hose priv acy was violated 
had already discussed their sexuality with their 
parents and the third w as assured of her par
ents lov e after her lesbianism  w as revealed to 
them .

N evertheless that brings up the first of two 
disturbing points Not onlv are our sexual and

racial relationships op en  to the scrutiny of ou t
siders but now  our dealings with our ow n fv r-  
ents are subject to in terference as w ell.

But it is m ore than an invasion of privacy*. It is 
an insult that, after two decades o f involvem ent 
with one or both parents, there are others who 
would attem pt to drive a w edge into those 
sacred relationships for political reasons —  or 
would even think thev could. O ne can t help 
but question the strength of the ties whoev er 
m ailed the packages have with their ow n par
ents.

The second troublesom e consideration is the 
harm ful intent of these sickening m ailings, not 
to m ention the threat that such Big Brotherly 
behavior poses to free speech.

Those packages w eren 't sent to M om and 
Dad in a benevolent C hristian effort to save 
those poor hom osexuals’ souls — that sort of 
conflicts with the im plications of violence 
against gavs and lesbians included in the clipp
ings. (Besides, the self-serving Bible quotes 
w ere m issing.)

No, thev w*ere sent to intim idate those stu 
dents into refraining from  cam pus activism , not 
only for their ow n safety 's sake but also for 
their parents' piece of m ind.

C onsequently, it can 't put the rest of us at 
ease to know  that anv act of protest or deviation 
from the conservative definition of the norm  is 
considered fair gam e for cam pus surveillance.

Nor is it anv m ore of a com fort to know that it 
we d on 't get around to telling our parents just 
what we re up to in college, there's alw ays 
som eone else around to do it for us.

—  C hris Barton

SA critics, run it yourselves

The I  OiMOPPOSITION .

So what s new on page four these days1 Y\ell, 
let's take a look around: Right wing scholars 
are fighting to preserve the holy sanctity of 

white Western European male culture; the adminis
tration is cutting off the subscriptions to 1,400 period
icals while continuing to offer five copies of Barbara 
Mandrell's autobiography at LGL; Bozo the Presi
dent is working overtime helping Jim Bob Moffett 
dump sewage into Barton Creek; the L T budget is 
being manipulated in a half-dozen ways by a half- 
dozen self-serving bureaucrats; and the price of gas 
hovers around the buck-and-a-half point. A couple of 
weeks back vour smart money would not have been 
on Students' Association spending habits for high- 
level editorial controversy.

But, sometimes the show ponies just don t make it. 
In other words, a new issue is on the minds of stu
dents: Does the SA hav e the right to spend money on 
multiculturalism and "gav stuff?" Well, actually, let 
me rephrase that. The issue has been on the minds of 
a handful of students, mostly of a conservative bend.

It started innocuouslv enough. Scott Gaille, Texan 
columnist and YCT Grand Poobah, protested what 
he termed the SA's "wild and questionable appro
priations for Gav and Lesbian Awareness Y\ eek 
($500, or about a pennv per student) and multicultur- 
alism ($7,000, or about 14 cents each), and their sup
port for the Texas Student Lobby, which he falsely 
claimed is also lobbying for multiculturalism.

Several letters later, the conservative view' was 
crystallized a bit further bv Nick Montfort, who ques
tioned the ethicalitv and morality of the SA receiving 
government monev and lobbying for certain types 
of legislation."

So, what do we have here? The issue breaks down 
into a number of smaller sub-issues. One is the right 
of student government to lobby for projects that a 
group of narrow-minded conservatives disagrees 
with; another is whether Gay and Lesbian Aware
ness Week and multiculturalism are necessarily an
tithetical to the concerns of the student body.

These issues have been debated ad nauseam by* 
both right and left, but there is a third question at 
work here that has heretofore gone unasked. In 
Gaille's column, he argues that the SA has no right to 
spend student fees supporting causes that students 
oppose. (Well, at least students like himself, and isn't 
that what we're talking about here1) Montfort echoes 
this in his column as well. The basic charge, then, is 
that students, via the required fee, are being forced 
to pay for the SA's wild and radical whims.

The way these two go on, you'd think that the SA 
had been forcibly taken over in a Toni Luckett-initiat-
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ed coup d'etat and was out shoveling tons of cash 
wrenched from the hands of students in order to turn 
the place into Homosexual U. Or worse yet, Multi
cultural Homosexual U.

In their hurry* to criticize, our conservative friends 
forget to mention a small detail: Namely, that the SA 
is a representative organization which is subject to pop
ular election. In other words, we re talking democra
cy* here. So, when the SA members decide to appro
priate student dinero for multiculturalism week, they 
do so with the mandate given to them by the stu
dents who voted to put them in their posts.

To put it bluntlv, this is directly akin to our be
loved Congress appropnating taxpayer money for 
programs that I'm sure Mr. Gaille also disagrees with 
(like giving monev to those lazy, good-for-nothing 
homeless bums). In anv event, whether or not the 
YCT supports it or not, the SA has the right to spend 
student money as it sees fit, just as Gaille and 
Montfort have the right to disagree with them.

The conservatives are really good at complaining 
about the issue but not so good at dealing with it 
constructively bv, say, actually running for office. 
Running for student government at this university is 
no great chore. Any idiot can do it — I should know. 
During my most unsuccessful bid for SA presidency 
last spring, I faced, along with Toni Luckett, the usu
al assortment of Greeks and career politicos that we 
see every vear. The only candidate that could be la
beled "conservative" was more concerned with keep
ing up our South African investments and ending 
civil rights legislation. Otherwise, I saw few charac
ters of a conservative bend.

Plainly speaking, I believe it's put up or shut up 
time for these selfsame members of our student com
munity. Let me suggest that if you have a problem 
with the way the SA is being run, quit bitching and 
run for office. After all, your beloved champion, 
Ronald Reagan, always used the right of people to 
participatory democracy to justify support for mur
derous right-wing regimes in Central America — it’s 
the least you can do for yourselves, your country and 
your university.

Tsur is an economics junior.

Brodkey's 'diversity' only one-sided FIRING UNE

In a wonderful critique of the Third World 
and the super powers, Nigerian play
wright Wole Soyinka illustrates the cruelty 

and pettiness of some African dictators who at
tempt to glorify their nations by having an 
oversized sculpture of themselves placed at the 
entrance of the United Nations Assembly. Ihev 
then brutalize those who don't support their 
cause or admire their statue. One might sug
gest Soyinka anticipated the restructuring of 
E306 when he wrote Play of Giants.

To sa\e E306 "Writing about Difference," 
Linda Brodkev, chairwoman of Lower-Division 
English, has waged a campaign transcending 
dishonesty. In a two-part Daily Texan series on 
E306, Brodkev and John Slatin said they want
ed to develop the means for students to resist 
indoctrination’’ bv having them analyze argu
ments from various perspectives. The trouble is 
such diversity does not exist in the new syl
labus.

Let's consider Peggy McIntosh's "White Priv
ilege and Male Privilege" to be read during 
Week 3. Freshmen will learn about the "uncon
scious" and "invisible" overprivileged status 
whites and men maintain. The author then 
makes a "crude" 46-point list about her privi
leged status as a white person and concludes 
rhetorically that it is an open question whether 
white people like herself will use their "arbi
trarily awarded power to try to reconstruct 
power svstems on*a broader base. This isn't a 
freshman primer for writing skills, but a polem
ic demanding power redistribution, having no 
bearing in an English class. Save such pitches 
ior the West Mall.

McIntosh's piece accompanies a letter, dated 
June of 1989, from Wellesley's Center for Re
search on Women that posits men as "patriar
chal" and Caucasians as "white supremacists" 
when thev accept "unearned public and private 
power they are given."

If we were to extend such definitions to pro
tected minorities, would women and African- 
Americans become matriarch'' and black supre
macists when they receive preferential 
treatment? Such irresponsible use of explosive 
terminology won't give students proper models 
for defining terms and establishing arguments.

The readings have a feeling of urgency and 
experimentation, as if they were the results of 
newly developed campaign practices. This 
poses a couple of problems, because not only 
do we have political advocacy, but the worst 
kind: hasty and ill-considered.

In the letter with "White Privilege and Male 
Privilege," the writer relates the positive feed-
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    ........
"To save E306 "W riting about 
D ifference/' Linda Brodkey 
has waged a campaign tran
scending dishonesty."
back she received, and how she was pleased to 
hear that others of the unempowered were 
making their own lists. Some of Brodkey's own 
sentiments reflect this as well.

In a letter dated April 15, 1990, to the Lower 
Division English Policy Committee, Brodkey 
writes that the need for the revision "is under
scored bv recent events on campus, though I 
would hope that we do not require overt acts of 
racism to justify a course in which students 
would read and write about civil rights, civil 
rights laws, and civil rights cases."

She frets that "students labor under the illu
sion" that the laws have "effectively mooted 
even the possibility of discrimination." Yes, 
and in fact the law will even justify discrimina
tion for business necessity. Freshmen will not 
read court opinions defending such reasons, 
nor will thev be plagued with that regressive 
Bakke decision on affirmative action.

Defending the controversial Paula Rothen- 
berg text Racism and Sexism (which has since 
been dropped), Brodkey comes closer to reveal
ing her true intent. She wrote that she was not 
compelled bv arguments that other books 
would provide "a wider and more challenging 
range of opinions" than the Rothenberg text.

"That's true but m oot," she admits. "I didn't 
suggest this text as an example of all possible 
positions one might take (which is impossible), 
but as a way to focus students and teachers on 
work that has been done on 'difference' by peo
ple who work on and'or live with inequity."

Never mind diversity of opinion and all of 
that hokum; we'll have the sentiments of only 

.the malcontents in the field.
Brodkey stuck to her guns. One committee 

member had proposed another list of eight dif
ferent anthologies that cover and balance cur
rent issues. Brodkey and her cabinet torpedoed 
the alternatives as well as three other propos
als, giving a nice veneer of consensus for abuse

by faculty and student insurgents.
The committee was fully aware that the origi

nal text was unbalanced, because when one 
member expressed misgivings about the lack of 
diversitv and the potential abuse of such re
quired texts, the reply was given that such plu
ralism would come about in classroom discus
sion.

Such guarantees prove specious when one 
considers the incrediblv biased nature of the 
readings. To dissent effectively, students 
would have to be incredibly brave; no one 
would want to risk being labled a racist or miso
gynist. Moreover, one would have to do out
side research to support such arguments.

Brodkey's adherents also believed the Su
preme Court opinions would balance the argu
ments. This is just as erroneous, because the 
court opinions corroborate Brodkey's thesis. 
Appellants petitioning on grounds of discrimi
nations receive redress, even in the case of 
Chambers v. Omaha Girls Club, where the de
fendant argued on grounds of business necessi
ty.

But even if the opinions diametrically op
posed the essays, the opinions laden with cross 
references, colorless prose and some technical 
language with extended definitions wouldn't 
convey the same intensity as opinions from the 
field. If Brodkey were serious about diversity, 
she'd have legal and expository writings from 
other such partisans.

The syllabus also includes Sweatt vs. Painter, 
which accompanies another essay called "The 
Spurs of Texas Are Upon You" providing more 
commentary on how the University's first black 
student made his way into the UT School of 
Law. The sv l lab u s  contains some other cases — 
all relating to civil rights, and thoughtfully 
paired with contextual essays.

Like Soyinka's autocrat, Brodkey is imposing 
her own image to glorify the efforts of marginal 
factions. Fortunately, Brodkey didn't have the 
savvy to commission worthy artists, using good 
media.

Students will not learn highly stylized per
suasion from reading Supreme Court opinions; 
nor will they learn about other genres such as 
descriptive, informative and reflective essays 
by reading and writing only combative argu
mentation. The result won't be a thoughtfully 
sculpted terra cotta, but only artless mudsling- 
ing. ___________________________

Henley is a government junior and president of 
Students Advocating Valid Education.

Year-round education doesn't solve problem
Perhaps you noticed an unusually large number of children on cam

pus Monday. My daughter and I were here, and we saw many parents 
and kids. I was here because I'm a student and the University was 
business as usual; my daughter was here because A1SD students had the 
day off.

A day like that, now and then, is no great hardship. However, Kate 
Jeffrey's article ("Overtim e," The Daily Texan, Oct. 9) about switching to 
a nine-weeks-on, three-weeks-off school year, was one-sided and short
sighted.

How on earth would students, professors and administrative staff 
who have kids adapt to this schedule? I find it pretty unlikely that the 
University would radically restructure its schedule to fit the nine-week 
three-week system.

How would the average student here like to go to school for nine 
weeks and then have three weeks of vacation? It might be more relaxing, 
but it sure would make getting a summer job to pay for tuition pretty 
difficult.

I'm afraid the nine-month school year is tied to more than outdated 
farming traditions. If vou think it's difficult for working parents to find 
safe, affordable child care in the summer, I'd like to see you try to find 
child care for three weeks every nine weeks.

Reworking the schedule is problematic because it would create a need 
to restructure many aspects of our culture. It wouldn't force us to be 
more respectful of the importance of education, and wouldn t take us 
any closer to solving our education problems.

Kirsten Bradbury 
Psychology

Censorship is assault on our right to speak
In Florida this week, a record store owner was convicted of obscenity 

for selling a 2 Live Crew album. Conservatives and liberals alike should 
be outraged by this assault on our constitutionally guaranteed right to 
speak freely.

Our civil liberties are being systematically taken away, not by the 
godless Russian Communists we've been taught to fear, but by fellow 
Americans who think they know better than we what we should be 
allowed to say and hear.

Censorship on the basis of sexually explicit lyrics puts our society on 
the slippery slope to wholesale censorship of all ideas and words 
deemed unacceptable by the morality police.

If sexuality is to be a taboo topic, then what will stop those in power 
from censoring political or religious debate, or discussions of race, crime 
or other controversial topics? Those who say that it can t happen here 
should be aware that it has already begun to happen.

We are confronted by obscenity every* day. Our government killed 
hundreds (at least) of innocent Panamanian civilians in the sloppiest 
drug bust in history. The U.S. Army later changed its story* about the 
body count, but they still didn't seem too sure.

Our nation, one of the wealthiest on the planet, views widespread 
poverty and homelessness and unaffordable medical care as acceptable 
conditions. Our politicians persist in treating us like idiots by diverting 
our attention to ridiculous non-issues while refusing to speak plainly 
and honestly about relevant issues.

Shawn Ellison 
UT graduate


