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February 27, 1995

Opinion 6

¢ Bounds.

continued from page 5

derpinnings. Black students were particularly fond of impugn- '

ing Provost Rice with a severe lack of racial sensitivity, appar-
ently because she, althongh black, refused [alas, only atfirst} to
see things their way.

The second behavior of race-think is believing that the
moral superority of the group is unquestionable. Truly, the
Stanford Multiculturalistas are heavy hitters in the big-leagues
of sanctimony; few would dispute that, Aletter to the editor of
the Daily last week says it all. Deriding a fundraising scheme
cooked up by the athletic department called the “Sixth Man
Club”, twocharacters named Michael Jonés and Joshua Groban
complained that selling prime seats to students who could then
show-up and be seated right before each basketball game is
“contemptible” and an “abomination.” Why is selling seats rep-
rehensible all of a sudden? Because the people who have pur-
chased these seats are “practically ail white, all male, and fra-
termly—dormnated ” This is multicultural rectitude atts zenith.
‘Whenever a gmup of white males happens to be at the same
place at the same time, you can be sure that the foul stench of
oppression and exploitation lingers in the air. In contrast, eth-
nic centérs, whose sole purpose is to bring together exclusive
cliques of students to revel in racial purity, are so righteous that
the mere mention of cutting their budgets incites turmoil on the
grandest scale.

The third behavior behind the race-think phenomenon is
rationalization of the racially activist agenda. Most groups —
indeed most people — engage in rationalization. The great
thing about the rationalizations of the ethnic moral minority is
that they are often diametrically opposed to the actions for
which they are developed. Ask the leaders of the BSU or El
Centro or AAAC why they sponsor racially exclusive activities
and meetings and they are sure to let loose with a high-minded
stream of drivel about promoting harmony and intergroup ap-
preciation. There seems to be more than a little tension between
rationalization and action when you suffer from race-think.

The fourth race-think symptom is stereotyping the oppo-
nent, and the Stanford Multiculturalistas have this one down to
a science. The opponent is the white male and his coterie of
meanspiritedlackeys: “oreos,” “twinkies,” “coconuts,” and the
like, The opponent is intrinsically incapable of understanding
the enlightened viewpoint; any disagreement he offers is due to
insensitivity, and any agreement he grants springs from well-
chosen, but insincere, deference to the morally superior race-
thinkers. He enjoys making money and buying material things,
just to make sure that people with darker skin don’t have access
to them. He enjoys killing children and revels in the death of
minorities (if you are white, male, and pro-choice, for instance,
it is often ascribed to your desire for poor black and Hispanic
women to abort their children as frequently as possible), Heex-
ploits foreign nationals throngh capitalistic imperialism, by
paying themn for their services. He is hopelessly unable to un-
derstand the cultural and pelitical conditions that exist among
persons who are not white. And he is incapable of seeing an-
other person as an individual of equal status unless that person
is white (any tan confuses him). Such is the opponent, and, if
you are a white male, you are the opponent.

The Jast four behaviors that inhere in race-think form acute
pressures toward conformity. First, there is a strong pressure by
race-thinkers on their racial cohorts to conform to a transcen-
dent standard of what belonging to such-and-such a minority
means. If a black person is an individualist and a thorough-
going capitalist who eschews victimhood status and its con-
comitant entitlements, -race-thinkers are quick to brand him
“oreo,” “Uncle Tom,” or “sell-out. This is a beloved tool for
consensus-building at Stanford, land of multicultural toleration.
A conservative black editor of this newspaper, Ed Malone,
could always count on the black ethnic élite for some sneering
dismissal of his personhood...this is unfortunate only because

_ silly, Hence, the Stanford Multiculturalistas march 7

. bers of minority individuals

many other minority individisals are now that much more mo~'
tivated-to keep their reservations to themsclves; fearing 1deo—
logical excoriation similar to \vhatMr Maloneé experieiced.

* Mz Malone is not an isolated example, sadly. Thave had at
least two “Chicano” individuals admit to me that they resent the
enormous pressure on thein to play the Chicano role. One of

them is Chicano only in obscure facial and dermal characteris- .

tics: she has no affinity for Mexico, is not Catholic, does not
speak Spanish, prefers to date fair men, and is utterly uncon-
cerned with the legacy of Poncho Villa, She has been branded
a “coconut” by some of those ultra-tolerant Stanford race-
thinkers,

Such public d!sapprobauon ofindividual 1dentmes that dif-
fer from “race-identity”” has led to the sixth symptom of race-
think: self-censorship, Minorities who associate even superfi-
cially with the rabid ethnic élite of Stanford are extremely hes-
itant to stand up and denounce racially exclusive tactics or
racially-motivated judgments of selves and others, The “Chi-
cana” I described above is certainly not going to risk utter os-
tracism by saying that what a lot of her friends do is

blithely around campus, conveniently un-
aware of how many of their racial cohorts
disapprove of their tactics,

Pressures to conform to external
“race-identity” standards and the
self-censorship that springs from
these pressures result in the
seventh symptom of race-
think: an illusion of una-
nimity. Since the vastnum-

who disagree with the prac-
tices of racial exclusion and
racial identification on this
campus are too tremulous
to speak out, Stanford's
multicultural generalisimos
maintain (and nurture) the
delusion that they speak for
the interests of all minori-
ties. They canand doclaim,
to themselves as well as
others, that the disagree-
ment that they do confront
comes from the racist oppo-
sition and its brainwashed
minority lackeys.

To keep awareness of
rational opposition to a
minimum,  race-thinkers
engage in one final behav-
for: they institute “mind-
guard” procedures to pre-
clude the effective vocal-
ization of differences.
Stanford’s ethnic élite have
this tool mastered. My per-
sonal experience provides
an apt illustration of mind-
guarding, I wanted to at-
tend a publicly announced
meeting of students, orga-
nized by bigwigs at the
Black Student’ Union
among others, who were
concemed (don’t ask me
why) about the loss of uni-
versity support for a sepa-
rate odentation weekend
foi prospective black stu-

ate’s not reading this.

¢/ For some reason, we just can’t get excited about letting the ASSU take over
the duties of the Post Office. Kinda like letting Socks take over for Bill,

¢/ Word is that Ujamma sent representatives to dorm meetings last week hoping
to collect a cool $100 per house. The noble cause? Last Friday's “Club Uj” party,
of course! Why, forget grapes and AIDS patchwork; this is something worth my .
money. Our check for next year’s party is in the mail.

v/ Actually, we’re surprised the ASSU hasn’t added mandatory funding for the
Ul party to their Ultra-Slim-Fast-Guaranteed-Take-Off-The-Pounds Diet Plan for
your wallet {also known as the Special Fee System). Oops! Better hope the Sen-

¢/ Speaking of grapes, Building 10 has been keeping a lower profile than Miss
Piggy at a spam factory regarding the Grape Policy Committee report. Their ex-
cuse: we haven’t had time to read it. Come on guys, it’s time to snap out of it~
the O.J. trial isn’t that interesting.

¢/ Update from Sunken Diamond: as of last Thursday, Cardinal bats are still
slumbering. In fact, Clinton political nominees are having an easier time with the
Senate than our lineup is with opposing pitching.

¢ You know you’re in for a long night when five minutes into an Allen Gins-
berg poety reading you find yourselflonging for the verse of that modem-day Mil-
ton, Jimmy Carter. Don’t worry, we were only there for the free food.

¢/ Last Tuesday’s Daily editorial ingeniously suggested that the ID system be
scrapped entirely in favor of a network of less primitive thumb-print readers, Nat-
urally, anything that drags Stanford out of the stone age is fine by us, so why not
issue phasers to campus security and replace the SURE escort service with mat-
ter-energy transport devices. Beam us up, Dworkin.

¢ Sam Edwards’ “Procrastination Workshop” couldn’t have come a moment too
soon. Sign us up - well, maybe later. We’re all pretty busy right now and, uh, we’ll
getback foyouon this one, -

¢/ Dining Services Operations Manager Craig Mitchell checks in with the quote of the
week. Mitchell, commenting on the wholesale price of Snapple and the relative high price
dorms charge, explained “Our costs are very strange.” No comment necessary.

cues are more scintillating than the run-of-the-mill barbecues to
which the rest of the pmspecuve freshman are invited. Maybe

< the special black recruifmient program ensures an opportunity to

start early in the institution of race-think... Anyway, I was
promptly booted from the meeting because my fair complexion
cued these race-think champions to view me as the opponent,
unable and unwilling to understand their perspective, They en-
sured, of course, that I never will. But then, I am the opponent.
So next time you marve] at the continuing lack of consen-
sus and cooperation on race issues in our multicultural haven,
thank social science for shedding light into some of its darker
comers. The source of persistent tension is not that the Multi-
culturalistas are stupid or silly or ill-willed when they make un-
productive demands and policies to promote “diversity,” “co-
operation,” and “toleration.” Instead, antagonism arises when
they separate into groups extremely hostile to rational agendas,
Race-focused groups foster race-think, and the only way to rid
ourmulticultural community of race-think is torid it of these in-
vidious factions. We should be cheered, however, to know that
ourtask isnotimpossible, The existence of ethnic organizations
is no inevitable prerequisite to maintaining a diverse univer-
sity community — white students, after all, seem to be doing
all right without an Aryan Student Union.
Ryan Bounds is a senior studying psychology and political science.
He is the opinions editor of The Stanford Review.

dents. Perhaps their barbe-
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just don’t understand why it is'sb “Banthas, a famlly is system of the vast multicultural society of - allow h]s son to ignore the pnnmples of his
hard for you to accept,” mghcham fundamental and sacied uni X which his family was a part. Surely, Banthas - culture, of his family, and of his ancestors.
" thas, “that1do notbchevem them.” because, like an entire culture, its mit had not nurtured thi§ revulsion agamst his Suchmdulgeuce would threaten the fragile
" He could see the anger in his > sand - ‘people’s idols on his own, the Educauon’ - foundation of the larger multicultyral $0Ci--
father’s face. ; Minister — " ety ‘and the very integrity of the' proudZam
. Mr. Fobi clenched his Amld a thousand . currenfly a  bezian community. Surely, he thought, Ban- :
fist and pounded it-on the - other thoughts, IMIr. Mandarin - - thas could be made to see that. RN
Buddhist — .. The followmg day, mlenton investigat-

‘¢

table, T d b Dide't you leam’ the
! mgeings(;;?itﬁi:tw\ghzg: : . st:)ryof)t::y zmma: - Fobi could “pt help, had * obvi- - ing the precise cause of his son’s alarming
there that is unbelievable? : wholefthisfamilyand: - but marvel: “itis - ously not *shiftin attitudes, Mr. Fobi degided to spend
; The gods inhabit everything. . " .struck - out. -over - the . - - taken proper his lunch hour viewing a part of Bamhas
o Our lives are good because . " 'dunes and the- moun- - . mlraculous that all steps to en- . ‘class at Public School #954,: Which every.

they will it to be. The gods taing? Don’t you re- these young adults sure  that  youth within five miles was required t 1o at-
cannot be seen or touched; ‘ member how ‘he lost from different Zambezian. . tend. AsMr. Fobistrode through mecrowd-'
: their existence is fiof scientif- 3 his confidence and his culture ‘was ed halls of the school, he was Jostled by stu: * -
\ ically provable,- Hor dis- 5 sense of himself because backgrounds can porrayéd with  dents of every earthly ‘complexion, all wear-
putable. You have tobelieve, he lost contact with the the esteem ing --quite nearly like badges of personal‘ -
! Bamhas,bccauseyou Ryan Bounds + . ide; i . 'attend SChOOI grow and appre- merit— the costume of thelrpameularcu )
i - g i and: work together, ciationitde- - ture. ‘Tt-was beyohd him how the Alentian = .+
n served. (And  students could bear the oppressive Los An- -
-don our deals? . and yet.so Vahanﬂy why would geles heat i in their heavy sealskin jackels,
" Banthas, a typical-Jlooking Zambezian  less angry, but in’ his anger’s stead resist the temptaﬂon ‘he? Toex- ' but, of course, he was not Aleutian. Amid a
youth of * twenty-third : century America,, ‘- grew : anxiety, He could not imagine " to hate each other pect that - thousand other thoughts, Mr. Fobi could not
leanedpenﬂanﬂyagamstmesmrkwmtewall what was compeiling his oldestand = - - * ¢ " hewould help but marvel: “it is miraculous that ail

of the family kitchen, ‘His arms laid across  (by Zambezian custom) most fa- or love each other.” beasin- these young adults from different back-

the traditional leather vest, which he habitu=' * vored son to denounce: the infinite DR <. térested in grounds can attend school, grow and work

ally wore foppishly urifastened, and his eyes * wisdom of his forefathers, - * Cote e T T Zambeziancul- * together, andyetsovalianﬂyfesistthelemp-
!

rolled in exaggerated imitation. - “Why-do-I Mr, Fobi, nevertheléss, ‘was-cerfainof =~ - * : ture as"in his own tatmn to hatc each: mher cor Iove each :
! have to believe in everything that you be- - - two things. First, something had gone terri- - ‘would be unreasonable, indeed’...) Sec- .
' Tieve in to be a member of this family?” bly wrong with the educational and political ondly, Mr, Fobi was certain that he oould not

contmued on pnge 8.

Ré% ’f

s Well the Councxl Of Pukes has done it again; -Just
when you thought that they had defined the outer Timits of
human incompetence, they set anew standard last week by.
asking for the resignation of Publications Board Director -
Danny Bressler so that Anietie Ekanem could take over.
The COP has sirice reversed itself, narrowly avoiding' re
publications revolt in the process. Bressler is camitted,

- qualified and wildly popular. He has served thié Pub Board
fof two tremendously successful yéars: one as deputy to the -
very-able Stephen Russell, and one as director himself: |
During this time, the number 'of publications has soared
from 10 to 19, and distribution capabilities and facxlmes'
have been improved tenfold.. In' our estimation, there are
University more. pressing than the ful Pub
Board, and the COP should turn its attentions elsewhere

Christopher Wang : Sht the st v Nice campfire last Thursday, but maybe we shouldbe:f A

more careful next year; On three different occasions during ] "
the campfire, insects flew into the-inferno.and tragically
died. When wﬂl this human terrorism of the planet stop? -

: v Ttisnosecret that the acadelmc standing of $dbme foot-

i : : 7 if i ball players is not up to stiuff, but many people Have been
T v “gilling to' forgive those shortcomings. However;” withthe "7 °
team losing and some players behaving like absolute goons
(the type of behavior you would expect at Florida State or
Cal), you have got to wonder whether sacrificing aca-
demics is such a great idea.. The biggest shame is that just T
ahandful of players are dragging down the rest of the team,
which is stocked with an overwhelming majority of legiti-
mate stud thletes. Remember the lesson learned at Big:
Game: the chain is as strong as its weakest link.

v The Islamic Student Association felt compe]led to hand-
out disclaimers at Flicks Iast week so that no one at Stanford
would confuse the villains in-True Lies with real Muslims,
Praise be to Allah that they did so, for without their input we
would have been complelely fooled by.the Camemn s bchev—
‘able style. ) .

v ifa fat, Jondmouthed comedian s placed in a deprivation
tank for an extended period of time, wilt he tum into a super-
model? e
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continuéd from page 5 ‘
other.” He was ttemendously reheved that this was possx—
The portion of the cumculum thaer Fobi saw was an

exploration of man’s origin from the perspectives of the
. African cultures: As he feared, the Zambezian outlook was

-woefully misrepresented by the South African guest-lectur- -

er, who was personally responsible for teaching all 75 of the
acknowledged African cultures that day. Despite the best of

intentions, the Zambezian perspective was portrayed as -

-merely superstitious and irrational, and it lacked the poetic

justification for the belief system which had been passed -

down from father to son for three hundred generations. Most
distressingly of all; the lecturer spent only half as long on the
Zambezian view as he did on those of western and southern
Affica (the latter two cultural regions were, in Mr. Fob1 s
view, mostly the same, anyway). ‘“How,” . he despaired, “i

" Banthas supposed to appreciate and remain loyal to his own
people, when their cylture is so unfairly presented? It is no
wonder he does not believe — no wonder that he embraces
the godlessness of the western and southern peoples.”

Mr. Fobi returned to the Regional Tribunal, where he
worked as a judge, It was Mr. Fobi’s particular duty.to pre-
side over the trial and senténcing of any fellow Zambezian
who was charged with a crime, just as it was Mr. An-
dreassen’s duty to dispense justice to his fellow Danes. The
days of expecting a person to receive a fair trial from'a judge
of a different race or. creed had vanished with the New En-

lightenment. ‘It was, in Mr. Fobi’s day, unquestioned that a -

person should be judged and punished only within the con-.
text of his own cultural upbringing, a factor of which a per-
son of a different race or creed could not hope to have an ad-
equate comprehension, despite the best efforts of Cultural
Education. This realization was the foundation of the new so-
cial system, and the pride of every modem thinker,

At the end of the day, Mr. Fobi retuned home. He had
been pondering the previous. evening’s conversation with
Banthas, and decided that the best course would be to reveal

to his son the danger that his novel beliefs held for Zam-’
bezians and for the larger society. Mr: Fotn walked into the
g ich’ %, abandon’ the tighteous ideals of thé Zambeuan people, then
" all who are educatéd incorreetly by our required séhools will

recreation room, where he found : f Frer
comedy onthe wall-sizéd monitor, He addressed his sor with
an air of understanding and support, “Banthas, Thave realized
why it is that you do not believe what your mother and I see,

as the.tiuth. ‘By the short-sighted design of that Mandarin’

Mxmster of Education : (his- voice. assumed. an inevitable
sneer), Zambezian ideals have been shown as silly . . . per-
haps as unimportant. You see value being placed elsewhere,
on other African cultiwres and the Chinese cultures. It must
confuse you, Tundesstand that.”. Mr. Fobi held his breath,
waiting for the response he knew to be forthcoming.

ference does.it make anyway?”

of Greek or Cambodian descent, yon must not surfénder the

ideals of your'people. To do so would hasten the dissolution .

of our proud and independent culture; and, as the gods would
have it, nothing is worse.” Mr. Fobi sighed and continued:
“Before the New Enlightenment, everyone thought as you
did,” Premium value was placed on personal success in a so-

- ciety dominated by one culture. Myopic policies and lust for --

personal indulgence brought many great cultures o their de~

_struction as they melted into thé; traditions of the doininant

people. But, with the New Enlightenment, these cultures
wefe rediscovered and their value finally appreciated. The

education that you receive and the laws on which I rule re-
flect our society’s commitment never to allow another cul-

ture’s destruction. Culture is no Ionger merely man’s ex-
pression of himself, but the end of man’s actions.”

“Father, 1 know all about the New Enlightenment,” Ban-
thas insisted, “but what does this have to do with me?”?

_silently from the darkened room,
- “Father, I do admit to being confused, but T cannot force - -
" myself to believe all thdf you and mother believe. ‘What dlf-
o unequlvocal signs of
“It makes all the difference i in the world, Banthas For. -
the same reason that a Zambezian can never marty a person -

’ pretend—lf_lustfora

. editor of The smqﬁmi Review,

“Banthas, it means that you will leam to believe in the
gods. Ttmeans that you will go to the temple with yonr moth-
erand me, Yt means that you will not watch any more of these

-ludicrous French comedies — for they obviously steer your
.mind in the wrong direction. If you, Banthas, are allowed to

abandon them, as well. Our culture' — our people
~— would be no more. All this because you presumed o ex-
press your behefs mstead of t.hose of: your parents and your
neighbors.” - .

Banthas rested his head onhishand as he slouched inhis
chair, With a languid motion he pressed a button, and the
image, of the laughing Frenchman faded from sight: He
tuméd and watched the stern ﬂgure of hls fatherasit mamhed

Bamhas sat for at least’ aqixartér ofan h ur in the empty

Toom, rummatmg over hjs the unfortunate but

—thathewas notZambeman, after

all,

Ryan Bounds is a senior g psy

logy. He is the opini
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. is aimed at protecting them from the despohauons of unde-’

- ed telephone-PACs or the fact that

i fraud that runs rampant ang costs mil-
_ lions. Avoid your mail box in the first

. po shortage of photographs — doubt-

dents read under the rubric of “Property Protection” in
the Farm Almanac a launidry list of do’s and don't’s that

tected maranders. The list is helpful (to anyone incapable of
exercising common sense on his own behaif) and well-mean-
ing: keep your doors and windows locked when you leave your
room, store valuables out of sight, mark your stereo and com-
puter equipment indelibly, et cetera. These are words to live
by, to be sure, but the list neglects to .
disseminate the one piece of advice
that might arrest the biggest heist on
campus. The pillage, this larceny of
larcenies, has nothing to do with pirat-

some freshman just got a great dealon
the bicycle you have not seen in two
years, No, itis larger and more insidi-
ous, and everyone who is reading the
Farm Almanac is already an unknow-
ing, if not a willing, victim. Despair
not, however, for there is something’
you cando to protect yourself from this

Ryan:Bounds

week of December: don’t go after dark, don’t go during the day,
don’t go at all, Whatever you do, do not open the innocuous
looking, white, business-sized envelope with a retumn-address
at the Stanford University Bursar’s Office. Chances are that it

. is a bill for services neither rendered nor forthcoming. The law

protects you from having to discharge such spurious accounts.
You have, nevertheless, probably been accustomed to is-

suing your insanely hefty check with an alacrity rivaled only

by the enthusiasm with which the Provost and President have
been disgorging nonexistent funds to cliquish student groups...
This is because you have inevitably succumbed to an improv-

ident campaign of delusion, hyperbole, and misinformation
" that startéd before you had even signed on the dotted tine: Stan-

ford students enjoy one of the best educational environments
tobe had in the world} They lounge on a sun-drenched, library-
studded campus, rubbing elbows with Nobel laureates andem-
inent scholars by the gross! The scholastic opportunities are
endless, the rosy fragrance of academia permeates the air, stu-
dents sit engaged in scholarly intercourse with the most cele-
brated academics of our day, there i a professor for every ten
students! These are the “services” for
which Stanford students gladly pay, and
anyone who doubts that these ser-
vices are forthcoming needs look
no further than the photographic
evidence emblazoned on the cover
of “Stanford Today,” the Universi-
ty’s application catalogue!

Tt is true, the catalogue suffers

Iess spontaneously shot— of brightly in-

quisitive students and beaming professors
conversing in claustrophobic poses. The same publication de-
picts several Stanford classes, every one of them small and
looking as though the discourse is more littered with intimate
repartee and personal witticisms than with sounds of snores
and crinkling newspapers emanating from the last three rows
of 2 250-person lecture hall. The truth at Stanford, however, is

. that there are both kinds of classes, and most students spend a

dizzying number of their class-hours in the latter, never closer
to many of the celebrated academics with whom they pay the
big bucks to “rubelbows” than the darkened fifth row of an au-
ditorium. ’

This-is the fraud, the big swindle, the sham. The under-
graduate education of a typical Stanford student does not and,
in the current system, cannot center on the educational interac-
tion between him and the academic superstars whose names
and research drew him to this campus, notwithstanding the de-
pictions of the personal refationships of a few students and their
genuinely interested teachers that cram the pages of “Stanford
Today.” The publication that lures the applications of 7,000
hopefuls every year would be hard-pressed to satisfy common
expectations of truth in advertising, and, every time we pay our
University bills, most of us are getting fleeced.

‘What I mean when I suggest that we are being defrauded
en masse is that the University is not serving the very purpose
ofits existence, that it is defying the expectations generated by
both its reputation and its own glossy advertising, that it is, es-
sentially, relegating teaching, that age-old academic pursuit, to
the status of an afterthought in the professorial job-description

 scholastic settings. When this-did not seem

1 worked on research
projects under a professor
in my department for the
last two years without ever
meeting him, much le$5 . ing Freshman English and foreign

interacting with him.

— research is the currency on this campus. ¥ would hardly
make the claim that there is a shortage of stellar academics at
Stanford who condescend to stand before groups of students
and present a canned lecture once, twice, or even thrice a week.

- Rather, the professors who lecture forus default on every other

duty that inheres in good teaching: they are all too often inat-
tentive to the very students whom it is their job toinstmct, they
are regularly inaccessible to students who make icarian efforts
to ﬂush them from their laboratories, and

1

The Case of the Missing Professors

Every year when they amive on campus, Stanford stu-

rates of student professor interaction, and the professor needs
do nothing at all,

But what about the honors thesis, that mdependent work
that sets a student apart in this competitive academy? Certain-
1y there, if nowhere else, a student can define a question of in-
terest 6 himself and enjoy the oversight and advice of an in-
terested and highly experienced scholar— particularly at Stan-
ford, which is soteplete with them! Not necessarily. There are

they are generally far less i 1
in their students’ quests for knowl- -
edge than in their own research. In-
stead of being taught by those who
purport and are paid to profess, un-
dergraduates at Stanford University
are left too frequently to leam from,
interact with, and seek counsel from
graduate stodent TAs who .are
‘scarcely ahead of them either in
course of study or years of age. The
_ disheartening résylt s that an unac-
ceptable number of students gradu-
ate from this esteemed university
without ever benefiting from the
supreme tutelage of the academic lu-
minaries whose reputations lured us here.
Stanford undergraduates by the thousand
pay for high-powered professors only to get
medium-powered graduate students.

My eyes opened too late to the scam to
which the Farm Almanac failed to alert me.
1 came to Stanford University expecting to
be instructed in most subjects by the very
leaders of the field in manageably small:

tobethe caseat the outset of my Stanford ca-
reer, I was unconcemed; 1 presumed that the
large classes and pronounced paucity of in-
structors with the letters patent of supreme

Who's Teaching What?
Percentage of student's contact hours in a

course with professors:

| Freshman English

Phlosoph
History

Psychology

v cl emist

SOURCE: Campus Report, Report of the Committee on Evaluation of Teaching, 19758 -
s

0%

erudition behind their names were part of
being a freshman taking introductory class-
es...the glossy catalogue had wamed me that introductory
classés were large and augmented by sections led by lecturers
and graduate students. Iwas content to bide my time until Thad
advanced in my course of study and begun to participate in re-
search projects.  After all, “Stanford

Today” touts the “ease with which un-
dergraduates may arrange to work
with faculty’” and boasts that 86%
of Stanford classes have 30 or
fewer students. In my first three
years here, I had two classes with
fewer than 30 classmates (exclud-

languages, both of which are almost
never taught by professors or persons

holding 2 doctorate). Two classes in -

three years leaves me wondering where the rest of that 86% is
hiding. In all of the classes that I have taken at Stanford that
are nominally taught by professors (and the vast majority of
classes are normnally-— and only nominally — taught by pro-
fessors), in only one has the professor graded the tests and pa-
pers T have submitted, much less taken the time to learn my

- name or interest him- or herself in my education. At Stanford,

that is not reglly the professor’s job; research is the avocation
of choice and merit.

So, surely, the reader presumes, if T had taken the time or
had the motivation to participate in research in‘a professor’s
laboratory, T would have enjoyed all the collegial interaction
with academic superstardom my heart could desire, After all,
the glossy bulletin claims that “{e]ach year, more than 800 stu-
dents work individually with a faculty member of their
choice...” Butthat is not exactly true; students are always wel-
come to work under a faculty member of their choice — work-
ing with one is something else, entirely, There is a stark differ-
ence. I worked on research projects.under a professor in my
department for the last two years. without ever meeting him,
much fess interacting with him. Itis in the nature of the class-
naming system at our university. A professor oversees all the
independent research projects that are executed by his gradu-
ate students, so when a graduate student needs an undergradu-
ate research assistant, the lucky undergraduate signs up for in-
dependent study “taught” by the professor. It is a wonderful
system, reaily: the professor and graduate student both get free
research assistance, the University can boast extraordinary

27 honors students in my department, which boasts about 270
majors and 32 facalty members overall. At the first meeting of
the honors students’ seminar (yes; at Stanford, 27 students is a
seminar), the professor pragmatically counseled all students
still looking for a faculty member who might advise them in
their thesis to abandon the presumption that they could hope
for success in approaching a faculty member with an idea for
research that held personal interest. The professor advised, in-
stead, that the students approach a professor who happened to
be doing work in a field that looked interesting and ask for re-
search suggestions (i.e., to request the privilege of conducting
research on a question that the potential advisor wanted an-
swered, anyway). It was the answer that Thad been seeking for
the first three years of my undergraduate education at Stanford:
if you want to interact seriously with a professor, merely offer
to do his research for him and hope that he believes you worth
his while. Being an honors student usually satisfies the latter,
but not always. A couple of professors I approached in this
fashion failed to return messages within even two-weeks.
Anecdotal evidence only goes so far, however, in reveal-
ing the enommity of the fraudulent $100,000 education. Fortu-
itously, the Registrar’s office polls graduatmg seniors every
second year to sample student sentiment on the quality of their
undergraduate education. The most recently tabulated results
show that the.University and.its faculty are failing more than,
just a few errant students, The 1990 survey responses reveal’
that 44% of graduating seniors did not have “any sustamed
small-group or individual contact with a Stanford faculty
member” — nearly half of the students walking out the door
with a diploma had never had sustained interaction (not even
inasmall group) witha single, solitary faculty member. Anin--
teresting concept, convenient for research purposes: an educa-
tional institution where the educators need not associate with
the students. Even more amazing, however, is that some of the
students who answered n the affirmative to this question made
comments like the following: “[yes, but the professor] was -
very busy, and I often felt he had no time for me.” 55% of the
respondents in that survey could not identify three faculty
members who could write them informed letters of recom-
mendanon and 10% could not think of one. Such disappoint-
ing statistics show no trend to jmprovement: jn 1992, one third
of respondmg senjors rated the opportumues to work with fac-

contmued on page 10
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Will the F’ Start Grade Deflation?

twasin the first few months of 1942 that the famous Amer-

ican general, Douglas MacArthur, upon being forced to_
bandon the Philippines to the forces of imperial Japan, ut- ;

- tered his famous promise: “1 shall return.” And roughly two

By Eric Jackson

and one-half years later, he did. But in his absence, the hap-
less nation, as well as the American troops stationed there, was
at the mercy of the Axis forces, It was only upon the retum of
MacArthur, and the advent of an overwhelming U.S. mvasmn
force, that order was restored to.the Philippines.

Some half a century later, history is repeating itself, but
in a most unusual way. The locale is not the Philippines, but
rather Stanford University, and the improbable hero is not
MacArthur, but instead the letter ‘B’ grade. Lunacy, you as-
sert? Perhaps, but the parallels are striking, especially when
you constder the actions of the faculty senate last June.

R By an overwhelming vote of 38 to 3, the body approved

anew grading policy which contained, among other things, a

. measure to reinstate the long-vanquished notation of “not

- passed” on a student’s transcript. Why did the vast majority

of the faculty representatives move to bring back the dreaded

failing letter grade? After all, one could argue that the Uni-

. versity had survived just fine in the two decades since the ‘F’

was discarded. But, amid a growing clamor of “‘grade infla-

tion,” the senate passed what i€ thought to be a rieeded mea-
sure to put a halt to the skyrocketing average letter grade.

The skeptical reader might, at this point, be tempted to
condernn the faculty senate’s actions outright if he or she did

- not place much credence into the existence of grade inflation
at Stanford University. And while it is admittediy extremely
difficultto prove one way or the other thathigh grades are eas-

ier o obtain at Stanford than they used tobe, a simple perusal

- of the percentage of letter grades' assigned over the past sev-",

eal decades mdlcatas a pervaswe upwa:ds splral in the medi-
an recorded grade, ™

Grade Inflation in the Early Seventies — and'prond

Letus stop to consider the letter grade distribution for the -
1968-69 school year, which appears to be a fairly good
indicator of the breakdown in the percentage of
grades assigned prior to the abandonment -
of the ‘D’ and “F grades. During that
school year, the letter ‘A’ was earned by
35% of all -students receiving lette
grades; ‘B’s were eamned by 42%, ‘C'sa .
19%, and ‘D'sand ‘F'sby 4% and 1% re-
spectively.

These numbers stand in stark
contrast to those of the 1973-74
school year, which came just two
years after the vote toremove the
bottom two grades from the tran-
script. (This is not to say that a
student could no- longer fail a.
class and not receive credit; if he
or she scored below a ‘C’ in a class, it
simply would not be recorded on the tran-
script or effect the student’s grade point average.) In ‘73-74,
‘A’s constituted a daunting 55% of all letter grades assigned,
while ‘B’s were 37%, and ‘C’s were down to 8%. Cleatly, the
dropping of the ‘D’ and ‘P’ grades lead to a substantial hike in
the number of *A’s given out, so much so that the mean grade -
shifted from a ‘B’ to an ‘A-* in just five academic years.

‘What can we infer from this?. Well, it was not unreason-
able to expect an increase in the amount of ‘A’s given outas a
percetage ofsall letter grades, simply because two letter
grades no longer existed at this point. Butby recalculalmg the
grade distribution figures for the *68-69 year to exclude ‘D’s
and ‘F's as a percéntage of all letter grades given out, we ar-
tive at the following figures: ‘A’s at approximately 36.4%,
‘B’s at 43.8%, and ‘C’s at 19.8%. In other words, the recal-

culated percentage of ‘A’s in 1968-69, adjusted for the elimi-
nation of ‘C’s and' ‘D’s, is still far below what it was in
., ‘73 74,

How Brmglng Back the ‘C’ and ‘D’ Affected
; the ‘A

. Having already seen that with
the expuision of the two lowest letter
grades, the percentage of *A’s given
out increased dramaticaily while the
percentage of ‘B's and ‘C’s both de-
clined, itis tempting to speculate as to
whether or not the reintroduction of
the deposed grades would have the
E ‘reverse effect. Perhaps by examining the
breakdown of Jetter grades for the year immediate-
ly following the restoration of the ‘D’ grade, 1975-76, we
canreach aconclusion. For the year in question, ‘A’s declined
to 519, ‘B’s and. ‘C’s rose slightly to 38% and 10%, respec-
tively, and ‘D’ marked its return with a measly-1%.

This raises-an interesting point: though the ‘D’ grade
checked in with only 1%, somehow its mere appearance co-
incided with a drop of 4% for the ‘A’. Any attempt to explain
this cannot be conclusively proven or disproved by the evi-
dence athand, but it does suggest a simple enough theory. Pro-
fessors, like the vast majority of human beings, are loathe to
hand out the most severe punishment available to them, and
thus they're reluctant {o award the lowest letter grade avail-
able to students. As the 1973-74 data indicate, with the ‘D’
and ‘P’ grades no longer a real option, and ‘C’ the lowest grade
available, the professors reduced the number of ‘C’s given out
to their students. This, in tum, had the probable effect of push-
ing all the marginal ‘C’ students (those who would have
eamed a ‘C’ on the old standards) into the ‘B’ category, and
the margzinal ‘B’ students into the ‘A’ category, while the num-
ber of deserving “A’ students remained the same.

In other words, many individuals got bumped up a letter
grade, except for those already at A Tevel, sxmply because
theyhadnowhem elsetogo. The neteffect of this upivard shift

in the average letter grades awarded has been to devalue that .

which was prevmusly themost sought after, and relatwely dif-
ficult to obtain, Ietter gmde thc ‘A’

’ Conclusmns ’

The problem with this pérvasive ratcheting-up in grades
i that the valug'of-ari ‘A’ is derived just as value'is derived
from any commodlty from its searcity. If more: ‘A’s are
awarded, they lose-the value that they had previously held:
Not only does a dévalued & provide an infetior reward for

. ‘the student who'works. Iong hours-and excels i hls/her stud-
. fes, butitalsoservesio SUgmattwthe ‘B’ grade; whict had—

prior fo the dropping of ‘F° —bcen a respectable dividend for
one’s efforts.

‘Whether or not one agrees with the nature and impact of
grade inflation, the fact is that the faculty senate feltittobe a

1most serious issue, and acted accordingly. And it is because |
they felt this way that the ‘F’ will be returning at the beginning "=

of the next academic year.

. What impact should the retumn of the “F* have on grades?
If the previous trends hold true, very few *F’s will be given out,
but the real effects will be felt elsewhere: the amount of ‘D’s will
increase slightly, and there should be anoticeable increase in the
amount of ‘B’s and — to a lesser extent— ‘C’s. In general, the

- grades awarded to students with marginal scores will be

knocked down a notch. The number of ‘A’s will be slightly te-
duced, helping to restore some of the grade’s former luster.

* As far as how profound an effect this will have in prac-
tice as opposed to theory, it cannot be easily determined. Mak-
ing sure that the use of the ‘F* is not merely a perfunctory tool
but a valid option for professors is not going to be easy: some
proposals of enforcement are given in the Winds of Freedom
recommendations on page 14 or 15 Nevertheless, one thing
is sure: justas MacArthur returned with much ceremony to the

| Philippines five decades ago, so returns the ‘F’ to Stanford.

At e

.
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The Screaming
of the Lambs?

or a while, there, we were sure that Stanford University’s
FOfﬁcc of Admissions was in an irreversible coma, and the

hushed debate in the Review offices last week centered
predominantly around the propriety of euthanasia in cases -
where no living will has been drawn up. .

However, last week the cogroscenti in the admissions of-
fice actually showed sigas of life for the first time in five years:
they announced the formation of a committee, t6 be chaired by
Associate Director of Admissions John Reider and Physics Pro-
fessor Doug Osheroff, that will explore our favorite issue: un-
dergraduate admissions. Even more heartening than that is the
fact that the Admissions Office has apparently taken seriously
the Review'’s recommendations on how to go about getting the
best and brightest students in the country 6 come here, The
comunittee says that it will “look specifically at getting top fac-
ulty involved in the recruitment of high school candidates, and
will consider instituting an early decision plan.”

In our October 3 issue, we ran an editorial cailed “The Si-
lence of the Lambs” which offered the following suggestions
(which have been pushed before in these pages by Rewzw edi-
tor Aman Verjee):

“The University can also encourage faculty to help re-
cruit the best students in their fields, allow for early ad-
mission; beef up financial aid, and follow Harvard’s lead
by accepting a Common Application.”

Well, two out of four ain’t bad, but it ain’t good enough, ei-
ther. In our editorial, we likened the admissions staff to lambs
for the slaughter, and criticized their complacency in the face of
declining yield rates and SAT scores. The new committee may
be evidence that the University is no longer meekly accepting
its fate, but it shouldn’t stop halfway in its deliberations, It
should also consider the following steps: adopting a Common
Application; increasing financial aid with money that currently
goes to frivolous projects (see the front page story); start inter-
viewing applicants like other top schools do in order to create

. an interactive admissions and recruitment process; and increase
the size of our overburdened admissions office (the Office of
Admissions now has 11 people, down from 16 a couple of years
ago, Harvard has 40 peop]e, 21 of whom work on adrissions
alone).

These changes w111 help reverse the ten-year trend in yield
rates, which have gone from 63 percent in the mid-1980s to 54
percent today. This in turn will reverse the declining trend in
SAT scores and high-schoo! GPAs, dnd hopefully rettmn us to
Number One.

The Beat Goes On

: or those of you who haven’t been paying attention for the
F]ast fifteen or so years, we got a consummate lesson in' -
political correctness here this week.- Beat poet and
admitted pedophile Allen Ginsberg unloaded a lot of his junk
on us for ge 1 million or more, and no one on the faculty uttered
a sound. Yet, when the Reagan Foundation offered to put a
$100 million library and research facility on campus for free
* — that’s right, for free!~— so many faculty members protest-
.ed that you couldn't have beaten them all off with a stick (and
don’t think we didn’t try).

That Says something about what is and what is riot accept-
able here at Stanford. Faculty protested Reagan’s free market
ideology, but not Ginsberg’s..pedophilia; They "protested
Reagan’s. affiliation with the Republican party; but not
Ginsberg's. affiliation with NAMBLA. We demand an expla-
nation from the faculty as. to why Ginsberg is preferable to
Reagan — in fact, we'll gladly offer column space to any pro-
fessor bold enough to take up the challenge.

There is another, more narrow issue here as well. Frankly,
we at the Review don’t much care what Ginsberg does with his

. private life, nor do we care to judge his political beliefs or
organizational affiliations: when it comes to buymg one'’s
wares, we will support purchasmg anything that is of high
qualify (though we won’t endorse the author’s lifestyle).
However, the works in question contain some of the worst
claptrap we have ever had the mispleasure of reading. Stream-
of-consciousness is fine as a tool for teaching novice. writers to
put thoughts to pen and paper, but it doesn’t constitute an art-
form any more than does throwing paint randomly at a wall.
Surely, there are better ways to spend a million dollars than
this,
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ohn Sununu

Chief of Staff for George Bush

Tuesday, October 25th
.8:00 pm

Memorial Auditorium

Tickets go on sale in White Plaza Monday and
Tuesday, October 24th and 25th, from 11:30 to 3:80.

Tickets are $7.50 if you got a refund from the
Speaker’s Bureau, and free otherwise.

“MORAL VIRTUE AND
NATURAL LAW”

Dr. Raymond Dennehy |

Mortimer Fleishhacker Chair of Philosophy
* University of San Francisco

Dr.lbemn_éhy, one of the founders of the Ignatius Institute, will be
discussing the contemporary importance of virtue in America today, as
well as how we can lead virtuous lives in modern society.- He will be
sising William Bennett’s best-selling Book of Virtues to aid his presentation.

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 25™
TRES’IDDER; OAK LOUNGE EAST
7:00 - 8:30 PM

Sponsored in part by Stanford Students for Life
and Students for a Traditional Sexual Ethic
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~She winds of freedom — freedom from
I common sense — are blowing again at
Stanford University, the only novelty
‘being that, this time, the University is not lead-
ing the academic world in its pursuit of PC.,
frippery. Last week,
the Monday edition -
of the “Daily” report-
ed that concened
student-leaders and
administrators ~ are
uniting in a plaintive
demand for a relax-
ation of the burdén of
proof required in
prosecuting  alleged
violations of the Uni-
versity's Fundamen-
tal Standard, espe-
ciatly in cases of sex-
val assault. The
current  burden  of
proof in University judicial proceedi the

Ryan Bounds

ing a shred of protection from inappropriate
and potentially damaging University sanctions
would prove a remedy to sexual assault on
campus. But the discontented contend that a
strict burden of proof is inapposite in a com-
munity situation in which there is
no potential loss of liberty or
fundamental rights,

This assertion fails utterly
to provide adequate justifica-
tion for abandoning a strict
burden of proof whose only
- purpose is to protect: every

ber of this -cc y

from punishment for behavior
in which he did not engage.
Emasculating our burden of
proof in the interest of eradicating
all hints of antisocial behavior in our
community is presumptively invalid, not
because students entertain some innate
fidelity to “beyond a reasonable doubt”

traditional criminat standard of ¢ rbeyond area-
sonzble doubt,” is apparently the strictest of its
kind in American higher education and just too
onerous to be c d by a c ity
dedicated to eradicating sexual assauit.
Insupportof their demands foramore “in-
termediate” burden of proof, administrators
and activists working against sexual assault

- have vouchsafed a panoply of but

[ dard that is.not used in most civil cases
in the U.S.), but simply because they did not
come to Stanford University to be parented or
morally reared, Although it is understandable,
even advisable, in paternalistic situations to
place a greater emphasis on punishing misbe-
havior than on respecting the integrity of its
suspected perpetrator, such a strategy is whol-
1y inappropriate, insulting, and dangerous in a

none of them are powerful enough to convince
any battle-scarred P.C. warrior that relinquish-

[Ve ity whose are socially and
morally competent and expected to assume
lifelong responsibility for their actions, Unlike

“light punishment

Reasonable Doubts?

our parents’ sending us to bed without dinner
because they are “fairly certain” we have
committed some misdeed, there is no forget-
ting in the moming the University’s branding

-us for running afoul of our responsibility to

[The discontents] complain that
“peyond a reasonable doubt” is an
unbearable onus in attempting to
prosecute rape cases, notorious for
their lack of disinterested witnesses
and physical evidence. Indeed, the
-burden is great when they have not

the evidence to meet it!

»
the Stanford Community

Assume that one student is spuriously ac-
cused of raping another, and that the adminis-
tration  imposes

to a student whom it takes for a rapist, the aim
of which might be to instruct him of his moral
obligation.” No, the punishments that the ad-
riinistration reserves for persons believed to
be of such wanton disregard for their fellow
students are severe and indelibly stig-
matizing; they range from freezing
the student’s registration or tran-
script to outright expulsion. Are
these punishments that a reason-
able Stanford student should be
willing to suffer, whenever an ac-
cusation — however unfounded .
— bears the preponderance of
available evidence? No. When
the University plays sheriff, judge,
andjuiy, itmustactunder the same
constraints; it must be as certain of
guiltas institutionally possible before meting
out punishments that inevitably endure be-
yond the period of its guardianship.

continued on page 9

sanctions  after
finding that the
accusation  car-
ries the burden of
a preponderance
of the [typically
scant] evidence.
‘The judicial com-
miftee s not
going fo give a

zg];tt

“You can’t maintain a civilization with 12-year-olds

"“having babies, 15-year-olds killing each other and:18-
year-olds getting diplomas they can’t can’t'read. The
welfare state has failed b it subjects [people] to
rules. that ‘are “anti-family, antl-wmk, antl-property y
and anti-opportunity, The challenge of our generahon
is to replace the welfare state,”

Representative Newt Gingrich (R-Ga.)

“Spend the night with Lucie and have no regrets in the
morning (because you’ve done it all — eat, drink, study,
and socialize!) .

Advertisement for (Lucie) Stem Hall Late Night Food Service

“My feeling is that these institutions can’t last long,
Too many appointmnets are made on the basis of
political criteria — ethnicity, race, and gender —
rather than the proper academic criteria, X don’t
think this will lead to any good.”

Alumnus and Nobel Prize winner John Harsanyi -

“Why is the press America’s showcase for freedom?
Because just about everything else has been regulat-
ed.’l

Cullen Hightower

“A culture in which citizens don’t want to take control
of their lives is very responsive to leaders who foster
d dency on the gover; t.?

Charles Sykes

R “A hundred years ago, women were fighting for the
right to learn math, science, Latin — to be educated like
men; today, many women are content to get their feel-
ings heard, their personal problems aired, their
instincts and intuition respected.”

Christina Hoff Sommers
“The law is fair to all. In its fairness for equality, it for-
bits the rich as well as the poor to beg in the streets and

" to steal bread.”

Anatole France
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A Look at Open Democratic Seats in Congress Shows j
How GOP Could Take Control of the Senate

The followmg piece is mpnmed ﬁmn the the Wall Street
Journal, - It appeared originally on Tuesday, October 11,
1994. Gerald F. Sieb is-a regular columnist for the Wall

-+ Stréet Jourtal and writes ﬁ'equenrly on polmcs and publtc

pohcy

e words roll smoothly ofE the pundlts‘ tongues these”
days .Republicans might regain control of the Senate

iri this fall’s elections, They may even win conlrol of

-the House for the. first time in 40 years.

But how, exactly? Which-séats will they have to take
over to effect his political earthquake?

Those are the nitty-gritty details that rarely creep into
discussions leading up to the Nov. 8 election. - Bit they are
precisely the details that will count the most on election
night.

Upon closer examination of this year's congressional
voting, it’s fairly -casy to draw’ a roadmap by which
Republicans could win the seven additional seats they need
to reach the 218 needed to take coritrol there.

“You can count where they. could get into the 210 range”

in House seats, says congressional analyst Charles Cook. -

“At that point, you néed a wave 1o get that little extra push.”

. The question, then, is exactly how bxg the Repubhcan wave

is.
o of Course, the bidding on all fronts - could yet change
dramatically if an international crisis over Iraq shakes up the

country’s mood and prompts a re-evaluation of President '

Clinton’s leadership. For now, Mr. Cook is predicting

- Republicans will pick up fivé io seven Senate seats, meaning

they could take control, and that they'll gain 27 to 32 House,
meaning Democrats.would stay in charge there.

If Republicans are to go over the top in either chamber
when the votes are counted next month, here’s a look at how
they would have to do it:

Senate

E There are 35 Senate seats up for election this year, 22 of
them now held by Democrats and 13 held by Republicans,

the seats are retiring, opening the way for a newcormer.

The most likely formula for a Senate switch begins with

a GOP sweep. of the six open Senate seats now held by
Democrats:~ Arizona {Dennis DeConcini retiring), Maine
(George Mitchell retiring), Ohio (Howard Metzenbaum retir-

"ing), Michigan (Donald Riegle retiring), Oklahoma (David
: Boren reunng) and Teunessee (Harlan Mathew.depamng

been leading, “But he ‘now'looks vulnerable 6 Repubhcan

Fred Thompson. .

- But even running the table on these open seats won’t be

“of " these

enough for Lhe Republicans. Three more thmgs must hap—
pen.

First, they must hold onto the three open seats now held
by Republicans, in Minnésota (David Durenberger),

Wyoming (Malcolm* Wallop reurmg) ‘and Mlssoun (Johnf

Danforth retiring). .

Second, Republicaris must perfect two smmg GOP sen-
‘ators who'appearto be vulnerable: Momana s Conrad Bums
and Delaware’s Wﬂham Roth,

Thiid, even if they do all that Repubhcans still must
defeat at least one sit- . -
ting Deriocratic sena-
tor. But Republicans
are confident they can
vanquish - at least one *
‘o eight
Dernocratic sénators:
Harris -'Wofford of
Pennsy]vama, Charles
Robb  of “Virginia, -
Edward 'Kennedy of
Massachusetts, Jeff
Bingaman: of New -
Mexico, © | Dianne
Feinstein oof
California, Jim Sasser” -
‘of Tennesseé, ‘Frank
Lautenbérg of 'New: -
Jersey or ‘Robert
‘Kerrey of Nebréska, ~

Inreality, because
‘the odds are "against’
Republicans sweeping
‘all the open seats and
‘protecting  all theu- ’
own " vulnerabls -
incumbeits, the. GOP. -
probably would have *
to pick off tivo or
of . those: vulnerable :
Democrats.

House

In the House, all
435 “seats are up for
election ‘this yéar
Because of the magni
tude of changeover needed to prodqce a Repubhcan majon
ty, if's hard to pinpoint which seats the Republicans need to
win, Demiocratic strategists estitmate that between 150 and
175 seats. aré’ “in- play,” mieaning they could go-to the
Democratic or Republican carididate, -

The number to keep'in mirid is 52.- That's the number of *

A Roadmap for Republicans

“open House seats, meaning thie lawmaker occupying the seat

is moving on. Of those. 52 open seats 31 pow are held by
Democrats:

Itis among: these 31 open seats that Repubhcans are hke-
‘ly to make the biggest gams * Not only does the departure of

an established Democrat make such sets tough to defend ina

" hostile climate, but many of those seats are in districts that-

were made less advantageous for Democrats in the redistrict-
ing that followed the 1990 census: ‘“The playing field has
been leveled through redistricting,” says David Dixon, politi-
cal director at.the Democratic Congressxonal Campaign
Committee.

Even if Republicans sweep all of those open seats—a
highly implausible*feat-—they still would need to, take over
nine more seats now. held by sitting Democratic incumbents.

Unseatmg incumbents isn’t easy
because, no matter how unpopular
Congress may be, sitting members
tend to have more money and be
- better organized than a challenger.
But there are three areas in
- which Republicans contend their
strength—or _ Democrats weak-
ness—gives them the best chance.
of knocking off incumbents.
The first is in the South, where.a .
Republican tide has been rising in
presidential-elections for a genera-

congressional voting. The second -
s -Ohio, a_traditional swing state -
where voters seem to be lining up

putting  several of its 10
‘Democratic incumbents. at risk.
Finally, there is Washington state,
‘where Democrats’. poor showing
in last month’s primary leads ana-
lysts to think that some of the eight
. Deimocratic incumbents, including .
House Speaker Thomas Foley, ‘are
- atrisk. K
Of course, winning control of
the House would require
Republicans :to protect: their own'
sitting House members who are
yulnerable to. being knocked off.
JIn year in-which voters are angry at
: incumbents in general, thnt won'’t
be easy. .
Consider two bellwether races
-worth watching, In Connécticut;
Rep. Gary, Franks, .the only black -
Repubhcan in Congress, is- stmgglmg {0 refain His seatina’,
district that is 88% white. He won in-1992 with less thian half.
the vote, because a third party cand1date siphoned off 22% of
the vote, Democrats say- state Sen J1m Maloney is moummg
a good challenge. - :
The Republican mcumbent tmvehng the rocluest road to L
re-¢election may be California’s Ken Calven Heisa freshman’ -
legislator who barely won in 1992 and who' 1s facing a the ulti-

mate political image problem: ‘Police found him i in1993with -+ v

a prostitute in hlS car, He wasn't' charged with any offence.
o . .. —Gerald F. Sieb _

contmued from page 7

But before we refuse an attenuauon of our ngomus burden
of pmcfforfear of Wmngﬁﬂly 1ev1ed cuons, we should indi-

" cate the flaws that riddle the complamts of the discontented ad-

ministrators and activists, whose minds are obviously transfixed
by the tragedy of assault and rape. They complain that “beyond
areasonable doubt” is an unbearable onus in attempting to pros-
ecute rape cases, notorious for their lack of disinterested wit-
nesses and physical evidence, Indeed, the burden is greatwhen

.theyhave not the evidence to meet it! Naturally, all crimes in all
situations. would be easier to prosecute, if only one did not have -

+ . toprove quite'as much.. district attomeys would certainly throw

- alotmote imirderers behind bars if it weren't for that pesky due -

- process. But there i$ really nothing infiefently wrong with the
University failing to punish-analleged rapist— regardless his .
guilt—in theabsence of adequate certainty; there is notliing that

the University can do to objectively ensure that the rapist does
not strike again. Only thelegal System cando that, and ifitJacks-
the certainty to do so, it is not necessarily upto the Univérsity to

“stickiit to the suspecl, anyway,justm Case. Expellmg students
‘is pmbably not going to contribute 4 greatdeal toward arapevic-

tim’s recovery; there is no moral imperative to risk egregious
error in doing so. __ .

But Lhe concemed pames cantend that there isa real costin
the University’s fallu:e to prosecutesexual assaults a§ Violations

-of the Fundaméntal Staridard: the mpmbabﬂlty of sé¢ing sanc-

.tionslevied against the > alleged aggressor detersvictims from fil-
ing charges. The pmbablhty of vengeance, however, is mxlynot

what should motivate victims fo seek justice.. And, in all fair-,

‘ness, it probably dogs not. - Instead, the fear of stigmatization
(however justified, dnd at-Stanford 1 would argue not very)
“might be a better source of a victiin’s reticenice, dnd the link be-
- tween fear.of stigmatization.and the lemency ‘of 4 burden of
‘proof is notatall clear. Those whot concem themselves with all
of the unreported Tape on campus would'do far better to con-

- 'yince potential victims' that-coming forward with tuthfol and
“balanced accounts of.violation'would cost them lmle but conld.

contnbute t Técovery aswell as$ ]usnce’ S
Fma]ly, our valiant combatams agamst xual assault be-

moan the likelihood that perpelmtors of such homfymg conduct

Agam, however, nothmg stops the, Umversnty from punishing
assaultive behavior when itis certaln that a student has perpe-
trated it (even though We.can' expect that the Iaw will also do so,’
much more effectively); we must nevertheless remain vigilant

_against attempts to allow the Umversxty topumsh in instances : -

of .merely suspected misbehavior, * ©
“The failure of these arguments must bring us 0 conclude :
that it is not the stringency of the University’s burden of proof .

- that induces, allows, or encourages sexual assault, risible.con: - .

{entions to the contrary notwithstanding. The University andits
administration exist to allow an atmosphere in which students - -
can work with and leam from experienced scholars and from
each other, iot to act as an invasive adjunct to the system of jus-
tice promulgated by the larger community in which we live. It -

#::js an ominous and ill-advised step to afford the institution, itself, - -

the prerogatives of paternalism, to allow it to punish us when-

everﬂlcrelsapemexvedunlxtymdomgso Andinresponseto - -

d ace ions of sexual assault, there is lit-

,will go unrepmached, bhssﬁ!lly ignorant of the consequence:

‘that must accompany violence; They seem to fearthat the Uni-.

“versity’s failire to impose: :sanctions foratk'of evidence in rea-

- sonably: clear instances of assault will lzave the student some-"~

how unaware that assault is bad. Aside from the fact that the
University adriinistration ‘ought to restrain itself from usurping
-the role of omnipotent moral authrity, it is an affrontto every
Stanford stident, male and fernale, to presumne that such a basic
lesson has gone unapprehended out of a mere lack of exposure.

tle unhty, mdwd ‘The complexities and difficulties that arise in

fighting rape and violence in our community do not stem from . - .

the administration’s inahility to prosecute us due to inadequate
evidence, and the solution to these complexities and dﬂﬁculues
uhaxdlytomakelteasmrtodojustthat_ :

Ryan Bounds is a senior studying psychology. He is an opinions
editor of The Stanford Review.

tion and seems to be catching up in' EEES

more with Republicans and.. -
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Lol A Pestllence Stalks Us

danger lorks on campus. . . insidious
Aand elusive, yet always near. We
cannot easily discemn this specter,
but each of us caries alittle piece of it around
with us wherever we
go, as innocently as
cold germs on our
hands. Unlike recog-
nized biological con-
taminants,  however,
this  danger - spreads.
without suffering the-
stigma that its gnormity -
justifies; indeed, most
of us brandish our strips
of this specter’s sheetas
proudly and righteous-
ly as any national flag.
But what IS this that
is so inimical to our
community, to our dream of peaceful, lib-
erated, and self-fulfilling coexistence down
on the Farm? Letus acknowledge it for what
itis, denounce it, extirpate it! But first, letus
brace ourselves, for surely we are not pre~
pared to-see this vaunted wretch in its true

Ryan Bounds

light — we will want to turn awdy, but, in’

matters of community, resolute we must be,
Very well, then. Topple the pedestal, lift the
curtain, turn the brilliant light of réalization
on the idol of Sensitivity!

Yes, fearless readers, this is the phantom
that threatens us and our community. More
than grapes, more than vandalism, more even
than the ever feared budget cuts, Sensitivity
threatens to corupt our scholastic experience
and tear our student community asunder. In-
deed, it has already begun its horrendous
task. Anyone who still doubts (and there will
be many — false consciousness, as any good
Marxist will asseverate, is difficult to aban-
don) needs only consider the last 6 months in

" the life of Stanford,

Consider a recent example of Sensitivi-
ty casting its evil spell: areactionary call by
afwisely!] unidentified stadent for us to boy-
cott Political Science Professor Stephen

Krasner’s class in response to his allegedly.

" “anti-Asian agenda.” Krasner revealed his
patently anti-Asian agenda in a shocking 0b-
servation last spring that Jews and Asians are,

relative to the U.S. generally, ovexrepresent—
ed in the student body of Stanford!

A member of our community read his
comments to this effect and saw an inflam-
: matory expression of racism, a prej-
udice that is simply and objectively
not manifest in Krasner’s com-
ments, Despite the semantic argu-
ment, which is made elsewhere,
Krasner, himself, is Jewish, and

stitute around a quarter of the Stan-
" ford student body, certainly do not
constitute nearly such a proportion
of U.S. residents. So what, most of
us certainly ask, is the problem?
The problem is that this student,
fancying himself. more perspica-
cious than the rest of us, chumed
out his vacuous flyers, disrupted
Krasner's class, and tred to get all of usina
dither, merely because his head was hidden
in the hoary mists of Sensitivity: he read of
Krasner’s observation that Asians are over-
represénted, connected this with the backlash
against the stereotypically “nerdy” Asian (of
which heis apparently acutely sensitive), and
cried “foul” in the loudest shriek he could
muster. The result of his Sensitivity, finely
tuned by years of multiculturalism and jeal-
ous racial identification? Embarrassment
and wasted paper (white laser-printer bond
— the ecologically worst kind), but Sensitiv-
ity prevails again.

Another instance of Sensitivity \vorkmg
its divisive magic: a group of pathetically in-
toxicated athletes vandalize a statue celebrat-
ing “gay pride.” No one is certain why they
did it; we can bet that they are not going to
hold a news conference within 200 miles of.
here to declare that they were motivated by
their deep-seated hatred of homosexuals and
thus put all our doubts to rest. But the gay

members of our community feel safe here

(and well they should) and thus liberated to

discuss their Sensitivity to the vandalism of -

an artwork that represents- some of their
closely held values (thank goodness we still
have such a community). We hear of sensa-

‘tions of personal violation and outrage and of .

suspicions that male athletes and fraternity

persons of Asian descent, who con- -

" members are bigots whose socialization pat-

c ity outreach center. Oh, and, once

ternsinduce this sort of terrorism. Perhaps all
of this is true, but the castigation of athletes
and frat boys for flagrantly anti-homosexual
prejudices is predicated on a motivation for
this vandalism that has not been articulated.
Results? The vandals might face hate-crime
charges, fraternity members — regardless of
their individually demonstrated prejudices
(or, for that mat-
ter, sexual ori-
entation)
face mandato-

training, the

Leshian, Gay, budget cuts, Sensitivity
and Bisoxudl  threatens to corrupt our
Community . .

Center receives  SCholastic experience
$10000 fom  and tear our student
funds the univer- .

sity ostensibly  COMMunity asunder.
does not have, and

Sensmvny insinuates itself a little farther

. into the fissures of our community.
Anéther headline-grabbing example of
Sensitivity’s endemic, inimical allure: mem-
bers of a Flicks audience boo a showing of

-«the cavstic, hyper-politicized documentary

film “No Grapes”. Contemporaneously, the
university administration considers accept-
ing Cecilia Burciaga’s pmposal that her posi-
tion be terminated in the budget-cutting pro-
cess. ' Students, most of them Chicano, decry
the audience’s rude outbursts at the “No
Grapes™ screening as racial insensitivity (it

should here be noted, not necessarily as an’

apology, that the Flicks andience often boos
at what appears on the screen arbitrarily and,
apparently, out of sheer rowdiness or bore-
dom) and the administration’s move to ter-
minate Burciaga’s position as indicative of a
systemic insensitivity in.our community to-
ward Chicanq faculty, staff, and students (she

. was the only high-ranking Chicano adminis-

trator). Results: rivers of tears, epithets,

hunger strikes, negative press for the univer- -

sity, and the formation of presxdennal com-
mittees to the i iv-

"More than grapes, more
than vandalism, more
1y Sensitivity - @yen than the ever feared

again, Sensitivity can claim responsibility for
extortion, rampant dissatisfaction, and a nice
week of hand-wringing.

These sweet victories of Sensitivity re-
veal one thing: if we fancy ourselves op-
pressed (regardless of how oppressed, ig-
nored, or downtrodden we objectively are)
we will see the world, however unrealistical-

1y, as overflowing with in-
stances that support our per-
ception. But we must rec-
ognize that the real issue is
one framed in signal detec-
tion theory: we can put a
priority either on calling
“hits” or on keeping silent
during “misses,” but there is
always noise in the equation.
That is, we can place a premi-
um on catching every instance
of our interests being underval-
ued only at the cost of increas-
ing the risk that we will call “foul” when, in-
deed, no foul has occurred (the golden path
of Sensitivity), or, alternatively, we can put
an emphasis on being certain (which is real-
ly an emphasis on not repelling those whom
we wrongly accuse of insensitivity to our
plight) by being willing to tum the other
cheek in instances in which we reasonably
suspect we were violated.

As members of a close-knit and extraor-
dinarily diverse coramunity we cannot afford
to participate in the heresy of Sensitivity; it
divides, it discomfits, and italmost never gets
us what we really want: freedom from the
misunderstanding, prejudice, and strife that
inhere in each of us appreciating our own
problems more than anyone else possibly
could, So, intrepid hunters of the false idol,
searchnolonger. Turn youreyes from the en-
ticing chimera of Sensitivity toward a less
egotistical outlook of mutual acceptance and
support and discover a community that Sen-
sitivity conspires to destroy.

ity” toward Chicanos at Stanford -and the po-
tential. for a. Stanford-East Palo Alto

Ryan Bounds is a senior studying psychology.
He is the opinions editor of The Stanford Review.




The Stanford Review

WS
ew Pebyuary 28, 1994 17

gtudent Affairs hit hard by budget cuts

Faculty and staff left unscathed, ethnic centers receive special review

By Ryan WESLEY Bounps

Fhe second tlown meeting, con-

rared to other institutions ility i
vened Thursday to roview I stitutions, and utility in
Despite rampant student protests .

proposed

and
concerning the specter of budget cuts at
granford’s ethnic student centers, the
conters will fare much better than other
giudent affairs programs. Budget pro-
posals discussed at the first two of the
miminislmlinnVs fiscal “Town Hall
Meetings” promised the hardest finan-
cial hits to Tresidder Memorial Union
and the Oifice of Student Affairs, On
the other side of the spectrum, the
Faculty and Staff Services unit will be
undergoing less severe budget reduc-
tions and will emerge with minimal
Josses in services and personnel, accord-
ing to optimistic projections.

a rash of campus media attention

The first of the poorly attended
town meetings, held on chnusday,
february 16, outlined the administra-
tion's fiscal plans for Student Affairs
and other agencies under the purview

of Dean of Students Michael Jackson.

cutbacks in Faculty and Staff Services
revealed that substantial staff l.lyoﬂlsr
and reductions in services for faculty
and staff will be largely avoided by
selective administrative restructuring
and reorganization, Barbara Butterfield,

maintaining the appropriate field of ser-
vices within the university, This analy-
sis resulted in the proposals which com-
bine for an overall reduction in Faculty
and Staff Services of a relatively mild
twelve percent overall, including an
eventual 25% reduction of the lTac'ully

Provost Condoleezza Rice con-
Jirmed the disparate effects of
the proposed budget cuts, stat-
ing that, “[ulndoubtedly, the
total cut amount from student
services will be greater than

Jrom faculty and staff sevvices”

employment benefits or training: “There
are no proposed cuts o the Personnel
Help Center; nor are we planning, o cut
the Child and Family Services depart-
ment, though we can’t promise that for-
ever.”

Following Butterfield’s presenta-
tion, Tina Kass, Assistant Vice President
of Personnel, addressed audience con-
cerns about staff support services that
will be instituled or maintained to ease
the burden of staff layoffs. Some of
those services, according to Kass, are
paid membership fees at the Carecer
Action Center (for career counseling),
job skills and interests workshops, the
“"Expert Partners” computer training
program, the maintenance of a database
of personnel profiles for laid off workers
(in order to enhance access to new uni-
versity jobs), and funds available for
retraining.

The number of downsizing, support

eeeo Budget veductions to the
ethnic centers are under special
review by Jackson and
Edmonds, but no proposals
have yet been made.

Jackson’s area, which includes the eth-
nic centers, is confronting budget cuts of
up to 20 percent over the next academic
year. These reductions are substantially
greater than in any other area, including
Faculty and Staff Services. Provost
Condoleezza Rice confirmed the dis-
parate effects of the proposed budget
cuts, stating that, “lulndoubtedly, the
total cut amount from student services

programs that Kass listed incited one
audience member to ask whether the
administration expected a surge of lay-
offs in light of the budget cuts.

Kass denied entertaining any such
concern, saying, “I don’t anticipate a
huge number of layoffs; the typical
number of annual layoffs..is 150 to 180
people, and T would expect this year to
have about that many.”

Kass

; also  emphasized that
Vice President of Faculty and Staff

will be greater than from faculty and
staff services.”

In light of Provost Rice’s recent
reguest for university departments to
submit worst-case scenarips of budget

Services, began Thursday’s meeting by
enumerating the departments in her
area. that would ‘be-affected by the new
budget proposals.

and Stafl Housing budget and an out-
sourcing of career counseling services to
the Career Action Center in Palo Alto.
Butterfield further indicated that the
redesigning of retirement, dental, and

Personnel Services would rely on proac-
tive demographic information to ensure
that layoffs would not disproportionate-
ly affect women, minorities, or staff
over 40 years of age.

Faculty and Staff Services. compris-
es:Personnel Services, the Office of
Environmental Health and Safety, Child
and Family Services, the Personnel Help
‘Center, the Faculty and Staff Housing
Office, and the Office of Risk
Management. These offices are signifi-
cant to most Stanford employees

salary-increase programs, among oth-
ers, would be undertaken over the next
two years 1o altain further cost-efficien-
¢y in the area.

cuts ranging from five o ten percent
anud the tng indignation of students
{fearing such rats to ethnic centers,
lackson presented a set of proposals
ihat would compensate for most of the:
shorifall in his area through elimination
ot 1.4 million dolars in subsidy to _
lresidder Memorial Union and reorga-  because they provide family services,
neation of Student Affairs under Vice health care benefits, housing assistance,
rovost Mary Edmonds. Jackson  job training, and an array of other ser-
wnphasized at the meeting that “the  vices, as well as managing staff person-
sthnic] centers are not going to be  nel. [ .
ascilate 4 result Jof the budget Among the criteria emph{yeq in
frainsl” Budget reductions o the - evaluating th@zvffaculty and Stz?ff ge,-w]mes
‘ are under special review  units, according to Butter feld, “ef“;
son and Edmonds, but no pro-  competitiveness with t:%?(te]"nﬂ ;
ave yet beon made ‘ providers, degree of efficiency com-

In general, the budget cuts to
Faculty and Staff Services will probably
not distupt the services of this area sub-
stantially. There are two significant rea-
sons for the relatively minor impact on
this area, according to both Butterfield
and Provost Rice. The first is the less
severe budget reduction in this area
compared to Student Affairs, which is
necessitated by the largely non-discre-

tionary nature of the departments in the
als should not be interpreted as promis-  area — according to Butterfield, 60 per-

s, but rather as'ideas of administrative  cent of the services provided by herarea

reorganization that may still face further  are legally mandated. The second rea-
consideration.

Butterfield ended by emphasizing a
desire to spare some departments from
cuts, particularly those that aid in staff

Butterfield responded optimistically
to inquiries from audience members
concerning:the impact of the cutbacks
and the breadth of upcoming restructur-
ing. She dismissed a question on the
nature of the restructuring of the retire-
ment: plan by noting that these propos-

son is the unit’s rellance on restructur-

ing rather than personnel slashing to
increase efficiency.

schisms among student subcultures. “Racial pride,
understanding of one’s culture — and the cultures o
others — does not necessarily lead to separation.... |t
would be a disservice..to go out to the non-acadeni
world not anderstanding the cultures and history o
this country,” she continued, “lilf there is a tensiog
it's duse to a lack of understanding.”
But Dickson

iy g

it affirmative

criticized efforts by some groups
N
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Edmonds’ announcement raises
doubts about Honor Code on campus

BY Rvan Bounps

After a dramatic increase in report-
ed infractions of the honor code during
the "92-93 academic year, the scandal
involving the 1993 winter quarter phi-
losophy CIV final, and anecdotal
accounts of widespread cheating, Vice
Provost and Dean Mary Edmonds
announced a forthcoming review of
the Stanford Honor Code.

In a telephone interview, Judicial
Affairs Officer Sally Cole observed that
reexamination of the honor code
occurs at a point when “several
threads came together.” She cited the
fact that the honor code has gone unex-
amined since 1976.

Recent trends indicate that the
honor code is losing the esteem of
Stanford faculty, administration, and
students.  Cole recognized that “[i]t is
clear that an honor code, in and of
itself, is not the answer to student
cheating.” During an informal poll, in
which fewer than half of those stu-
dents questioned supported maintain-
ing the honor code in its current form,
one student remarked: “[the honor
code] is great in theory, but in reality
it's a farce.”

Professor Stephen Clausing, who
recently joined the Computer Science
department here after seven years at
Yale University, expressed serious mis-
givings about Stanford’s honor code by
freely admitting that he “[does] not
like it.” He primarily objects to the
faulty foundation of the honor code,

Clausing stated that “honor codes are

only fine if everyone is honorable. Past
evidence here at Stanford would indi-
cate that this is not the case.”

Clausing also
objected to the
notion that the
university must
show its faith in its
students by trust-
ing them to police |
themselves.
According to his
argument,
whether profes- |
sors proctor their
examinations does |
not reflect the |
degree to which
they respect the |
honesty of their
students. Instead,
Clausing contend-
ed, proctoring of
examinations
merely discour- |
ages cheating by
those students
who are not worthy
of trust, anyway.
He noted that, at Yale, professors proc-
tor “with a vengeance.”

A third theoretical objection raised
about the current honor code is its con-
tradictory implications. The honor
code, premised on the presumption of
trust in student responsibility, still

~requires that professors avoid tempt-

ing students to cheat. Clausing assert-
ed that “the honor code itself is a temp-

“tation to cheat.” He observed that the

other universities at which he has stud-
ied and taught seemed to function well

enough without an honor code, but

admits that this does not mean that
Stanford is wrong in having one.
Dr. Ron Glass, director of the philos-

ophy CIV track, in which there were

Will the Stanford’s Honor Code go up in flames?

reports of wanton cheating on the win-
ter quarter final last year, supports the
honor code. Glass disclosed that he
“would be very dismayed if [Stanford]
abandoned the honor code.”
Nevertheless, Glass suggested that
certain operational improvements
might render the university’s current
code more efficacious. He called upon
Res Ed to focus some of its program-
ming on informing students of the

responsibilities and ramifications of the |
honor code and argued that enforce- -
ment of the code might be strength- |
_ened by increasing student involve- |

ment in its administration.

The current honor code requires

Conhnued anage 37 ,»
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only that students take responsi-
ble action in the event that they
are aware of cheating by others.
Presently, if a student reports
that a violation has occurred, the
person in authority is not at lib-
erty to demand of the student
the names of individuals sus-
pected of cheating.

Glass suggested that this con-
tributed to the difficulty in pun-
ishing honor code violations in
his class. He observed that stu-
dents aware of cheating by oth-
ers have only “a duty to pres-
sure them...until something has
happened.” In the case of last
year’s winter quarter CIV final,
this pressure did not result in
any forthright admissions of
guilt or affirmative allegations.
Glass suggested that, if the
honor code were administered
by a panel of students that had a
broader range of punitive mea-
sures at its disposal, “coercion
|would be more appropriate”
during investigations of possible
violations. ~
_Glass has already undertaken
to increase the effectiveness of
the honor code in the philoso-
phy CIV track. At their first sec-

~__|tion meeting, students applied
_|various types of argumentation

in a discussion of the honor code

_lin a moral community. Glass

plans to return to the ramifica-

_ [tions of moral thought and the

|honor code throughout the year,
in hopes that such activities will

according to both Edmonds and
Judicial Affairs Officer Sally
Cole, are the prohibition of
examination proctoring, the
extent of students’ general
accountability, definitions of
plagiarism, and the effectiveness
with which students are
informed of the honor code’s
requirements.

By Cole’s estimation, only 20-
25% of American colleges and
universities operate under
honor codes similar to
Stanford’s. Princeton
University is the

only Ivy-
League
institu-

tion

observed
that many )
institutions are
reviewing atti-
tudes toward their
honor codes, but
nevertheless expressed
doubt that Stanford would abol-

the reassessment. She cited sev-
eral empirical findings that sug-

gest that students are more hon-

est and scrupulous in environ-
_ments where they are individu-

8!

lence of academic misconduct at

ish its honor code in the wake of honesty and dishonesty—it’s

of the honor code to be imple-
_mented by the end of the quar-
_ter, The SCLC has not yet con-
_ vened for the year, but the

ally responsible for enforcing

changed little since its inception
in 1921, the Student Conduct
Legislative Council (SCLC)
appended the “interpretations
and applications” statement.
This statement now appears on
most university testing materials
and blue books. An Honor
Code Commission, charged
with boosting awareness and
adherence to the code, also
resulted. This commission,
however, disbanded after sever-
al years.

According to its charter and
university policy, the SCLC is
responsible for overseeing the
review of the honor code.
Vice Provost and Dean
Mary Edmonds and

Judicial Affairs
Officer Sally Cole
have expressed
the expectation
that the coun-
cil will
begin its
assess-
ment with
a large-scale,
anonymous sur-
vey of faculty and
students in an attempt to
establish the de facto preva-

Stanford. According to Cole,
“[wlithout doing some kind of
survey—asking students anony-
mously about their personal

hard to know if changes appear
to be warranted ”

Both Cole and Edmonds
expect the forthcoming review

ad ration has several out-
standing invitations to faculty
membe t on the Council.
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Continued fro
~ Brock claime
c’s hunger for




HO panunuo) , E& %mmmw&x@ wﬁ
BI2M J[IqIapUB A pue plojuels
nendod juspnis pue uony
IO [PURPISaI Y] Ul SadUIJJIP
oryeyussaxd s wredrec Suumey

qIepue A je uonisod
Iay ur paAIas sey uredrer] ‘g6l
Juaprys 1esA-1s1y S/ pue (8,v)

'Se juapr1sar ¥ 10 d[qIsuodsal U3 &&é 01 \ﬁ«nu &ﬂ&n@h QE sw Q
I09IIp JUBISISSE UR PawInsse
UM ‘gL6T DUIS J[1qIopueA Nﬁgeﬁmm £2q ﬁmﬁ?&a a2gs sx &
© Juaprys Jo uonexnsuTpe A31s . | m‘
o L M LR Jo uorngvruasas aaz

: d
id pyg soy MMMMMW o.,w MMM&M“; «hﬂ.q.&N vury a &m\o .\.Q .Nhkm\. 24 |
UM JO 2w0s—smaia Jeuosiad e ; .; T , .
uru s, ajeprpued 1030311(] 1m mmm 10 o ,

4

[ uo panuguoy

¢ 28ed uo panunuoy

39 [[IM 009Z$ ‘9661 UI Jeyj sajeys uon - L
¥£1 uonisodoig jsureSe sdnoa8 jo uoy  -1sodoxd au ‘surydory o3 Surproooy wwwm%mwvhwww M,NMWNMMMWWW%M
-I[e0d 3Y3 Jey; pepnpuod sunjdoy ‘spunj [e19pay 193 [1us Inq ‘uordia: pue WMM w.u W,uawwﬁm . gmmmmw@ m
"S|OOUDS 193394 10] purwSp umwamw uo wum&ﬁzuﬁm pInod jooyos

3y} 03 aNp d[qe[leA® JWOD3q PINOM . 200 20 UORE R m@m& v
sadeds axouwr ‘pajuswardwr sem way
-s4s Iaypmoa ay3 20uo “‘Jeyy papuodsar u&.«%@ AV@Q .36& AIJJVUL OU Aouow %s\ﬁ i
I3je] 30N ING ‘SJUIPNIS [00YDS

o1iand wonT ¢'¢ pue sjoous sjeaud &3& 241 333 [sj004s syqnd aqy]  -Ajodor

ayn ut uado saoeds 00p’ey ATuo are azayy v %‘QQQ &QQQ@% Q&N%%ﬁ& NQ.R .Hw\@a.w ﬁ%%ﬁ%&&u £

)3 JUapTIS JO JaqIUs mﬁm%. 3 |
Prym £orjod © PeY am nidnoy
Boiseq , "uoldajes ﬁﬁumuw ;
p Ao110d sonnuwon jo suoy
 SE S99S 8y JeyM WOIJ SwIA}S
eIsyessip s E%ﬁ%@% ;

+

1oy Jutod a3 apew ospe surydopp

%u. mwwﬁ
Loy Aem Aue puads,, o3 mﬁmﬁﬁ%@% m,rw Qm %Nh\ﬁq N QQ&NQ% QNN %ﬂu@. %Q.n Q.NN&N N@ NN\WNN o

r

10 3qelreae ‘pung rereuso o o1 pung - ADG7 1vq3 Avs suviuiofijy) Jo 1u23.42d suzu A
AU} WOy PIIIJSUrI} 3G PINOM 0097$

eory wom c1s oo s omon 9794 ADV 243 01 Susp403ow 3vqa parvss 2
o3 vy wa3sAs jooyds ofgnd Y3 ‘YOI JUIPMIS = = ,mza — MOQ SpnouT ——
th@%&ﬁﬁwﬂmﬁ s aous | | 218ws e j0u 1 no pajurod ay ‘puR st S@E@ e ey wucw%g ay Eﬁ amﬂm i p e P

5 %ﬁw “sonnmyoddoy Upresssy | | O1 "paporus Apuazmd wapnys A1asd  supydoy -awm-[ry uo of m Sunpes; W wﬁﬂﬁ@u 2wog mﬁoﬂuﬁwmw
vx8rapun 4q papuTy oi1easas | 10} S]00UDs 3e. ar& 03 (2291102 Qrunw eyl pue papraocid ag 11iam sidiosupy | Ad9A PEY ISUPNOA B SAIS09I O3 &t

%ﬁwﬁ; e %ﬁ@@%@g
zé&ﬁ%%wﬂﬁ* ;
JOUSEM |, UONO9es

wﬁmakm mﬁu mumﬁsﬁw ,zw




Arenue{
3O 21pprw ayj Aq ‘Ajjenuue sie[op
buesnoy; gz pue g¢ usamiaq s yorym
103 A1ejes ayj ‘UonIEINDH [RPLIULPISAY
3O I1030311p j0 woursod Sy3 10§ PIIdS[es
21BPIpuUEd 3Y] JO SWRU 3y} 3DUNOUUER
03 sadoy sou30 s5,350a01d-301A AY,
UIP{UO)) eURL] PUE SN0 UUy
SIOIDIIIP 31eID0SSE AQ USSIBA0 ATiurof
u23q sey pyg say ‘uoneudisaz s,uoidng
Sdulg  -awy jred A[uo paiom ays
USTUM JO 0M] JSB] 3} — SDIAISS JO SIBAA
€1 Ie33e uonisod 18y Yo uoydng “Aprurey
13y y3im swy s1ow puads 03 I9pIo ur
Sunds 3se] pauSisa: uoidng a0y Jonyd
IDULIOJ 3DUIS JUedeA Ud3q SBY UOLEdNpy
[eRUSPISay] JO 1030211p Jo uonisod Ay,

"BUOZLIY JO AJISIBAnIn)
1B SJUdPNIS JO Ued(] 93BIDOSSY WIISIU]
‘3111 U®O[ I0J I3QUIBAON JO UIg] a3
U0 PIaY 9 [[IM MIIAISIUT UOLIS[SS 158]
2yl "I9QUSAON JO UI9] 2Y} U0 WNIoj
e pIoY [[m ‘AJISIdATur) 21e1g BUOZUY

-uonjerojdxsg cmbs, ‘uoydng a1y “1030211(] PH Y uwﬁmom

18 3J1] [enUSPISIY wo 0

‘suaydsyg praeq

uo uopnejuasard onq

s ‘uSredweyn-eueqa

jo Aytszeatun) je A3ojoupAsg

JO 10SS3JOIJ JUBISISSY pue

dS1wepedy 103 Sursnopy jo

9]eDOSSY UIdUDG pilemoL]

UO POMIIAIRIUL SeM ‘PIOJUBIS JB

JO I03D3ITP-0D WILISJUIL JUSLIND

uuy 3uraidsyueyj 210y; 1

ongnd ur readde o3 pampayps a1

I0303ITP 3} UT SIST[eUY NoJ I9Y30 dt
aoumﬁwﬁmﬁmé pue uSisop weid

-o1d u1 paousuadxe £194 pue ,paznreSio
APwenxa,, se jpsioy pazLvpoeIeyd pue
‘sjuspnys pue Aymoey Ajrszoanm yaim Sur
~Jednumuuuod duauadxe ardwe 19y pajn

‘uonjeonpy

2Ys
[ejusapisay  jo
I0}D3IIP S,pIoJueIS
Jo uontsod ay3 03
UOISIA pUe Sjuaye}
Aressoosu a1 Suuiq
PINOD 3YS B4} uap
-guod sem ure8req
“UOTINIIISUL JUIdJ
-J1p Apueoyudis e
je saouarzadxe 19y
pue paIdjsiurupe
pue  paziuefio
| 20 pInoys a1 [en
-USPISaL S, pIoJueIg
jo yomw Moy
U0 SMdIA [3A0U
1y andsag
“Buzisumop reuonmusuL
M aousnradxa ou sey ays jeuy} SIWpPE
Arrecoammbaun pue £(sa1y uredeqg
-weidoid pue jusunyredsp £L19ad
ur 53500 Sumynod jo ssadoxd Ay Ul paInu
Apusimd st projuels ‘a8re] A[oAneal aq

Ewﬁ ays jey; : 1
® 03 ssuodsa1 ut vwﬁuonﬁw Emwmma
snd
-wred uo s39y Jo souasaxd ap je pakewr
-s1p Atuado st pue [oyodre jo sseydind
3y} 10j pasn aq ApySu ued spunj A103

_ -TULIOP 1BY)} 2A31Rq Ajjeuosiad jou ss0p

ays 1By} PILIS SUS “JUSWIUOIIAUD AJ1s
-ISATUN 33 UTYIIM SUONROLA PIje[al pue
Sunyunip a8erapun 10j soerd ou st s1a
‘Ma1A PAIR)S A[IRaD 134 U 1 03 SIsype
%%nmﬁm pue Adrjod e yons yim ssside
Apep ureSreq IIqISpUEA JE [OYOd[R JO
J01U0D JUBBULIS B} SIAJOAUT PIOJURIG
pue uonmyysur jussaid s uieleq
u29MI2q  PDUAIDINP  Idyjouy
. SAem Auew u1 inqIyuod,,
pue sndured> uo ,sousnyyur sanisod, e
PleIm Aqjerousd ssannueley 19§ oys jey;
S2BIATPY JUSPIIS JO I0IBIIP §,pIOJUeIS
PIo3 uxedre ‘pasnoy ag 0} SuUoEZIU
-2810 Y9915) 10] 19)39q I1 17 BYS PYIPYM

uwﬁm ays usym ‘1ey3 psjou gmmﬁﬁ;
,upoouss aq 03 Surog skemie jou

ore s8unyp, jeus Sunynupe “sonjea [eOS|

JO sanssy ATojewrure[jur pue jnouJIp
uo asmoosip uado 03 uonedipep Suons

& uonejuesaid 1oy Sunmp pessaidxe ayg

“forj0d pq say uermDd se sa1edIad sjusp
-n3s Auew jeym woa 2815A1p Lytunu
~WI0D [eINIMOBNUI B JO SOUBUSJUTRUI puE|
UOHONASUOD ouj L0 SMalA s, ure8ieq
‘uonez
-e810 Juepnis &GQQE © M pejoedsjul
AJI0211p 10 pasIApE IaAdu sey wieSieq
‘piojueis jo uonendod Ajuiounu
9A1IR[ad AU} JIBY UBL] SSI[ ‘Sapurourw
J1uYy39 jo siaquaw sastadwos Apogq
juepnys sjenperdiopun j[1qIapueA OY)
JO 9,GT ueyy ssof 1013 parewnss wiedeqy

98ed 12400 woyy panunuo)

10]93J1p P S9Y e

{
|
|
1

Nd 0E:G 1V
w

| H3IAWIAON ‘AVaNOpy

JNOge pasu PNoMm M OS ‘SJ0A pue Jno
$203 [e3810393[2 a3 JO] %09 Inoqe A[uQ,,
"230A Arenide jey; asoyy isn{ jou pue
SI3}0A Pa123SI8aI O3 [[e SI 23eI0NP[ 3}
jeys o pajuiod ssuonsanb sy Bungp

-rys jooups drpqnd Aym o3 asuodsaz ug
,/S1ooyps o1gqnd Jo prIom sy
saeyl ¢swonpoid s i1 Anq 03 aaey nok
pue ssauisng jo 1o s308 18A3U jey ssou
-1SQ PeBq B JO PIBaY I9A3 NOA 3ARL],

X2$ ‘uonyednps s1aAuIp se sdidoj yons
20NponUT 0} WNMOLLIND ay3 Suryoeay
WOl JNO U3 e] 9q }SNW dWi) ‘SuUol}
-m?wmu [e1pay 03 anp ‘moy Bururerdxe|
£q waisds jooyos orignd a3 papusiap



Stanford Review

News

'sity policy
me student
said that she
e} from the
my viewing

eral admin-
id out if an
ally keep a
. According
ator in the

PVICW'S
Jort to
unt to
: that
[l-time
at she
class-
ctiomn.

dents must
tor in order
1t not small
ylish. Spitz
lass once is
rmal policy
1 case,” he

, I entered
on October
classroom,
vas subse-

lepartment
5 to violate
porter— as
peech and

so greatly
/ reflects a
he content
wrents, and
antithetical

| has fallen
News and
5. One can
ke Maltz's
cline,

BY RyaN BOUNDS

Evolutionary changes in the
organization and name of the
Science and Technology in Society
Program (STS), formerly Values,
Technology, Science and Society
(VTSS), have left many Stanford stu-
dents confused about the academic
mission of the program and its role
in the university. The program,
which shifted from the School of
Humanities and Sciences to the
School of Engineering prior to the
1992-93 academic year, has sus-
pended its popular CIV track for the
current year. ‘

M. Katy Moore, the STS program
administrator, insists that these
changes do not relate to one anoth-
er, and that student confusion can
be attributed to the fact that

Stanford students “don’t like to read

the information” that is available to
them. An apparent source of falla-
cious rumors about the program is

|the dropping of the word “values”

|from its title shortly after movine

Mets a com-
plete makeover

In the wake of VTSS CIV's dropping
and renaming of the department, many
students begin to ask questions

M. Katy Moore, the STS program admin-
istrator, insists that ... student confusion
can be attributed to the fact that Stanford
| students “don’t like to read the informa-
tion” that is available to them.

I

into the School of Engineering,.

This does not represent a shift in
intellectual focus, according to
Moore, who recoils at the sugges-
tion that the program has “dropped
its values.” Administrators
adamantly insist that the program
will retain its commitment to inter-
disciplinary examination of the
interactions of science and society.

Associate Chairman of the 5TS
program Professor Robert McGinn
offers several explanations for the
name change. Primarily, VTSS
majors and graduate students wea-
ried of having to explain the signifi-
cance of the cumbersome title to
friends and family. Secondarily,
analogous programs and depart-
ments around the country (such as
those at M.I.T. and Cornell) are
known by the letters STS. McGinn
noted that there is a “general con-

vergence on the title STS in this
field.”

Many also feared the deceptively

continued on page 3
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* VTSS
Continued from page 3

grandiose title given to such a small

program — one of the very few units

in the University to be abbreviated
by more than two or three letters.
The name change was ultimately
supported after substantial discus-
sion by a vote of the students, staff
and faculty in the program.

The late suspension of the Science
and Technology in Society CIV track
for the current academic year disap-
pointed many incoming frosh who
had selected it from among the vari-
ous available tracks, and led older
students to believe that the STS track
had been permanently canceled.

- While regretting that the popular
track could not be offered this year,
the administrators of the program
emphasized that it was only sus-
pended for want of a faculty member
o serve as director and primary lec-

urer. Barry Katz, a senior lecturerin ___The proposed STS CIV track
While regretting that the popular track
could not be offered this year, the adminis-
trators of the program emphasized that it
was only suspended for want of a faculty
nember to serve as director and primary
Katz, a senior lecturer in the
School of Engineering, served in that posi-
ion for several years, and won the admira-
of many of bis first year students.

ecturer. Barry

101

the School of Engineering, served in
that position for seveml’years, and
won the admiration of many of his
first year students.
At the conclu-
sion of the 1992-93
academic year,
however, Katz sub-
mitted his resigna-
tion and accepted a [
professorship at
the California [
College of Arts and [&
Crafts, a small pri- |
vate institution in
Oakland. A com-
mittee searched
earlier in the spring
to locate an associ-
ate professor
(teaching) in the School of
Engineering to assume Katz’s former
responsibilities, The STS CIV track
was not suspended until it became
apparent to administrators that the
associate professorship would not be

filled.

The study of technology disappears with VTSS.

remains nearly identical to the VTSS
track in past years, yet still differs
from CIV tracks offered by other
departments. Students in the STS

track will be expected to undertake a
spring project, which involves repro-
ducing an artifact by emulating tech-
niques employed by its original mak-
ers. The projects are group-based
and overseen by chemical engineer-
ing students. The readings, beyond
those common to all CIV tracks,
include such relevant fictional mas-
terpieces as Frankenstein and The
Invisible Man.
Other previously popular VTSS
classes remain unaffected by the
changes in name and organization of
the program. The class entitled
“Ethics and Public Policy,” which
typically draws twice as many
prospective students as can be admit-
ted, will be held winter quarter.
McGinn hopes that the class, devoted
to interdisciplinary scholarship and
analytical skills, will remind students
of the program’s continuing role in
the university as a challenging and
progressive academic field.
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Students protest the Indian mascot -

- By Ed Malone .
- Senior Staff Wnter

A oold wavehas swept across Stanfurd dn_ the 1ast few

. weeks, buton Wednesday November 16, things heated up dra-

matically. About fifty stadents met in White Plaza to condict a
protest against 7he Stanford Review. The protesters were set off
by a new feature in the Review called “Smoke Signals™ which
began in October with the paper’s Volume XTI, under the edi-
torship of Aman Vegjee.

Since the beginning of the year, many students have called
the use of the caricature a “demeaning” and “offensive” stereo-
type of Native Americans. In a contentious meeting three

- weeks ago, the Stanford American Indian Association voted not

to write aletter of protest to the Review, butdemanded that Pres-
ident Casper himself take action to Iift the caricature from the
DEWSPADEL.

Approximately half of the students at the protest were of
American Indian descent; members of other ethnic student or-
ganizations were present as well. The protesters gathered in
‘White Piaza around noon, with as many copies of The Stanford
Review as they could find; then they marched to President
Casper’s office in the ITnner Quad in the hopes of seeing him per-
sonally.

However, when they arrived they found the door to his of-
fice locked; recently, President Casper's secretary told us that
the Casper was away on business in Pittsburgh on November
16, even thoughhis special assistant Jean Fetter and others were
inside when the protesters arrived. 'When the protesters realized
that they could not gain access to the office, they shredded the
‘papers to pieces and took fums strewing them across President’s
Casper’s doorway. L

| Seeklng minorities

- Provost’ s" committee produces. recommendatzons for-
- boostmg number of mmorlty graduate students

~Students grabbed as many copies of The Stanford
" Review as they could, marched to the President’s office

andlitmtedoophsofmepapera!medoomfﬁneofﬁce;j

By Lucas Mast tee. on. the Recnutmcnt, Retenuon,
Staff Writer "-and Graduation of Targeted Minority
o o Graduate Students formulated sevenv
- After seven months of de- | recommendahons H
liberation, the Provost’s.Com- ... - ’
mittee on the Recruitment, Re- 1) ’I'he Pnes1d.ent and vaost should

Stndents, ‘announced ifs find- -
ings concering the Universi- -

ty’s success in attracting quali- - |.
-fied graduate students from tar- .. 3 ;
geted minority.status. . Rice explains the low rium--|"
- Itis apparentfrom the re: . |- her .of .minority. graduate | .-grams,
port that while the Umvemtyxs students. 4

making strides to: improve its

continue to- “provide - high-profile
- public: championship”..of principles .
. ‘established in a 1989 report by the
* - University Committee on Minority Is-_ .
-.. sues, and give priority to fundraising
initiatives that. encoumge minority
. students’ interest in graduate pro-

. vThe deaus of ﬂle various. schools
should edch prepare/npdate a_5-year

yield “of targeted . minorities

(African Americans, Native . Americans, Mexican
Americans; and Puerto Ricans), the pool of available re-
cruits is small ¢nough that competition for these indi-
viduals is extremely severe.

The seven-month study by the Provost’s Commit-

ports tracking minority faculty hired, and the recruit-
ment, admission, retention, graduation, ; and cument em-
ployment of gmduate students.

" plan for diversity that includes annual re-

continued on page 3

For someof the pmtestnrs the man:h ‘was away tolet

off steam. .“That felt really good,” said Vanessa Alvara--
- do, ajuniorand one of Stanford’s four smdentbody pres-
- -idents, as she stepped away from the door so others could

add to the pxle “[The Review is]like a monkey on our -

bac
X The protesters argue that the Indian logo promotes a
negative stereotype of Indians and creates a “climate of
; hostility” on campus. “Ifas a Native American] don’tfeel
like Tam equal with the other students as long as this mas-
cot is here,” said Lawrence Tovar, co-chair of Stanford
Native American Graduate Students and the organizer of
the march. “The différent nations that make up the in-
digenous people of America have been grouped together
under one stereotype. ., [The cartoon implies that Native
Americans] express themselves through violent and
grotesque facial expressions instead of rational thought.”

The editorial board of the Review has asserted that
their intent is not to offend, and that the assumption that
the caricature is insulting to American Indians is no more
plansible than the assertion that the Minnesota Viking
‘symbol is offensive to Americans of-Scandinavian de-
scent. However, the protesters disagreed; Bevan Baas ar-
gued thatthe cartoon damaged the “self-image” of Native
Americans.

For several weeks, members of the Stanford Native
American Graduate Students as well as the ASSU Senate
‘have urged Casper to take action against the Review on
grounds that the paper uses the Stanford name, but to no
avail. President Casper and Provost Rice have gone on

continued on page 3

Race and Culture

Dr. Thomas Sowell’s fatest magnum
opus, the controversial Race and
Culturs, is a powerful indictment of
culfural relativism, but avoids the
race-based, genelics-based stereo-
typing that has plagued The Bell
Curve.
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THE REST OF THE GANG

Thorvin Anderson, Alec Rawls,
Christopher Wang, Curt Hallaway,
Nicole Cooper, Eric Jackson, May
Mak, Lucas Mast, Anoop Prakash,
* Victoria Markova, and Patrick Toolis

The Stanford Review is an indepen-
dently run student. newspaper owned by
The Stanford Review, a non-profit corpo-
ration, and megistered as a voluntary stu-
dent orghnization at Stanford University,

The Stanford Review is published and
distributed without charge to the Stanford
community every Monday during the aca-
demic year, except du:mg finals and dead .
week. :

Opinions expressed herein are those of .

. the individual authors, and do not neces-
sarily represent those of The Stanford Re-

. view, unless they are expressed in the edi-
torial space itself, -

The Stanford Review welcomes letters
from its reades on any topic. Submission
constitutes testimony to the accuracy and
ongmahty of the work. The Stanford Re-
view teserves the right to edit letters for
space and clarity.. - Please include your
name, address; and Stanford affiliation.
Letters can be delivered toroom 205 of the
Storke Publications Building ormailed to:
Letters to the Editor, The Stanford Review,
P.O.Box 2343, Stanford; CA, 94309.

Editorial: (415)723-8221
Fax::(415) 7254735
Email: review @cs.stanford.edu

Please recycle the Review.
Give itto afriend!

FROM. THE EDITOR :

Another Stupid Protest

he images on our'front page are
I some of the most bleak and
depressing that I have ever
encountered. Newspapers ripped, shred-
ded, and cast about the Main Quad like
debris in the wake of some terrible storm.
-But what caused this was no random act
of God; it was the deliberate hand:of
man, wielded by a group of students
destroying ' a print Tun'of The Stanford
Review because they did not like what
they saw in its folds. It was the cat mew-
ing, and it was the dog having his day.

A stranger, glancing at our front page
on this day, would not beligve that:the
Review is ah- Amiérican,. newspaper,
Certainly, the . press ‘faces. distribution

B problems in Tiananmen Square, and

occasionally. some Iranian despot burns
and  shreds. books: and- magazmes but
isn’t freedom: of* the press somewha(

* important in Ametica?

Apparently not.’ Apparent.ly, it's OK

 fora inobof 35 students to grab “as many

papers as [it] can’” and uige their com-
radés-in-arms to continue fo * ‘remove The

Stanford Review from [our] racks) "

Apparently, President Casper can write a
column in the Daily blasting our inten-
tions and motives for -+
ning the logo below; but on
the destruction of a student
newspaper he may remain .
obstinately silent:
Let Casper remain silent: et
his erring spirit be cowed; /et him,
good man that he is; do nothing,”
and bequeath to censorship an unchal-
Iengéd dominance on this campus. But I

The Weenies

Scott
Frost

Halftime

Bill
Walsh

That Fake

Field Goal

. claims on our front page that our

' Americans “"’express “themselves

‘make up. their

will not.

“The protesters have played the advo- .

cate for the untrammeled destruction of
newspapers, and have therefore attempt-
ed to abridge the free flow of ideas.
Stanford. students should be allowed to
read the Review and come to their own
conclusions about our mascot. However,
in denying students the physical presence

of .our paper, the protesters have denied -

them the information necessary to make
that determination on their own:

If anyone has stereotyped Native
Americans in-this edition of the
Review, it is the protesters them-
selves, not us. Lawrence Tovar
logo : implies - that Native
through - violent .and’ grotesque
facial “expressions instead of
rational ‘thought” Does shred-
ding a press run count as non-vio-
lent? Or is it grotesque, and irra-
tional?- 1. t.hmk T et
Stanford students

own. minds

Chaos Theory 1 0l

Big Game rolled into town for the 97th time, but - maybe the tradition should have been stopped after 96
years, Our gridiron.goons lived down to Cal by fumbling everything but their jocks, drawing more whis-
tles than Marilyn Monroe at the White House and embroiling themselves in a coaching controversy,

The environmentalists’ favorite school ﬁnally
agrees fo plant real grass in their house. Once
again, Cal follows in Stanford’s footsteps.

Ain’t no Stenstrom, but did show some sigrié of
good things to come ... then again, also showed
some signs of terrible things to come, :

Nice funnellating boys, but withiout The Band
beating the crap out of weenies, halftime
“sucked. Flag-Boy, where have you gone?

‘What happened to the days when only Cal play-
ers were flagged for unsportsmanlike conduct? -
Let’s get contvol of the team and-your future, Bill.

Tie score, on the road, fourth quarter, fourth and
two, struggling offense, you make the call.
Unfortunately, Bill made the call. We lose,

on that : score .

As for the protesters . . . well, What
the dog thought it was doing is beyond
my comprehension. Did the protesters

" think that President Casper would shut us

down? Let him but iry, and he would
ruin Stanford’s national reputatlon as a
free and opén univérsity ds well as suf-
fering 4  humitiating court defeat.

_But Casper knows better than to try
something_so stupid; he knows that
wrestling with the Review is sort of like
wrestling with a pig: not only does every-
one get dirty, but the pig actually likes it.
If the protesters have a complaint,
then they should confront me, for 1
am the only person with the power
to retract our logo. I have already
made clear the conditions that must
be met before we pull the logo; I
have also volunteered to discuss

and debate this topic anywhere,
anytime, anyhow, but as yet T have
not been taken up on this challenge.

Ican only hope that in the future
protesters will not resort to violence.
They should know by now that their

only chance of removing the logo
- is to come to us, and to convince
us of the difference between this
logo and the Fighting Irishman,
the Viking, the Cowboy, the
Seminole, the Hope Dutchman,
the Canuck, and the Yankee.

- Aman Verjee
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Staff Writer

The overall mission of the Office of Mul-
ticuitural Development (OMD) is to advance
the University’s affirmative action goals and
to continue Stanford’s commitment to diver-
sity, according to OMD Director Sally Dick-
son. This commitment will ensure that Stan-
ford employers and prospective members of
the institution are not discriminated against
because of race, color, national origins, sex,
sexual orientation, physical handicap, ‘or
medical condition,

In an open house meeting Jast Wedncs~
day in Tresidder, Dickson elaborated on her
department’s mission and answered ques-

OMD Director Sally Dickson

tions from interested members of the Stanford -

community.
In addition to merely fighting discrimi-

nation, the OMD is committed to-actively

g prgmoung good ideas, “In other words, the

OMD pro-actively, provides leadership for

,the University in the development, imple-
mentation and evaluation of staff affirmative

action matters and other policies and pro-
grams related to race, ethnicity, gender, na-

" tional -origins, age sexual prefatences and

disability. -
In order to realize its goals, the Multi-
cultural Development Office will concen-

trate on three important goals: enstiring that.

the University complies with the Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA), with emphasis
on sections 503 and 504; continuing the de-
veloprherit of multiculturalism at Stanford;
and promoting minority hiring, retention

and career development for the Umvemty
staff. The OMD has also been reviewing the
progress of affirmative action prograris with
the Deans and Vice Provosts, -

One member of the audience pointed
out that in recent months, the top two posi-
tions at the OMD had been demoted by one

~'step in the University hierarchy, and askedif -

the OMD)’s influence was waning. Dickson
replied that it was more important t6 accom-
plish her stated goals, and-to-see the office
grow, than split hairs over where she was in
the University's structure. - =

‘Dickson’ also wamed peop]e ‘ot to
overestimate the power of the OMD forthe
President and Provost must ratify OMD rec-
ommendations. '

continued from front page

3) The deans or the Provost should reallocate
resources to strengthen recruiting and reten-
tion efforts in departments and schools.

4) The Provost should increase incentives
for schools to recruit and nurture the careers
of “targeted minority” faculty.

5) The vice-provost and dean for student af-

fairs should prepare a five-year plan for -

1

Jiy and coordi
vices for minority students.
6) The vice-provost should ensure that lead-
ership is provided for coordinating and fa-
cilitating academic pipeline programs;

7) The Provost should appoint a committee

g support ser-

in autumn guarter of 1999 to evaluate the
progress made by the University to that
point.

According ‘to :Provost. Condoleezza
Rice, the report contains both good and bad
news, “While we are doing better than many
of our competitors,” she said, “on'a nation-
al level we are all doing very badly.”
Provost Rice suggested possible ways to at-
tract more minority students. For example,
she said that when faculty mémbers go *on
trips to other top universities — say Harvard
or Yale — we are asking them to take an
extra day or two and ask their faculty friends
at these schools who the best and brightest
of -the targeted  minorities -are . at ‘these
schools who might be interested in Stanford
in hopes of increasing the fellowship pool.”

Rice argues that the nationwide short-

age of minority students seeking io enter _

Ph.D, programs often makes it difficult for
auniversity to attracta quahﬁed crop of ap-

plicants. . She explained: “Particularly in .
_“African American communities, you hear

too often that too many black students de-
cide notto go on to professional schools be-
cause they don’t-see the benefit of being in

academia.” Often, a Ph.D. takes toolongto

obtain for minority students, and carcers in
academia do not pay well enough to make

up for the extra years of study. Surveyshave -

shown that dn average Ph.D. now takes
about 10.5 years to obtain, but African-
‘Americans take 14.9 years,

Provost Rice also added that, T helieve
morally that it is a very bad thing for minor-

ity comimunities to be isolated from the
world of ideas; but it's a two way street — I
can pull as hard as I can as Provost, but the
communities have to be pushing to see that
attaining a Ph.D. is 4 good thing. . . . I think
the incentives to be in academia are inher-
ent in the job, but many times they are not
noticéd. Tused to getup every day and study
something I was interested in because I was
interested in it — it was my own agenda —
which is a benefit that few other jobs in the
world can provide you.”

She finished by saying that “bemg in
academia is an exciting life — maybe the
key to attracting the people we desire is
talking - more .abont - that - aspect  of
academia.”

¢ Protest

continued from front page

the record against the Review’s use of

the Indian, but have pointed out that

there isn’t much they can do legally to
‘prohibit the Review from printing what
itwishes. Caspersuggested that the Re-
view would sue the University if he
were to take action against them.

) Protesters, however, believe that
Casper should take action no matter
what the legal fallout might be, “We
don’t want [Casper] to censor it,” said
Gil Ramirez, a Native American grad-
uite student, ““This is not about frée
speech. .. Jtis [Casper's] obligation to
provide moral leadership. These kinds
of images have no place here.”

The march culminated with

" protesters attachiing to Casper’s door a
copy of a private letter written by Re-
view editor Aman Vegjee to Dean of
Students Michael Jackson. Intheletter,

_dated November 7, Verjee said that the

* * Revigwhas notreceived even one letter

_ fromi a Native American student com-

plaining of -the logo, and opined that
Dean Jackson’s “official position does
not entail the Herculean task of deliv-
ering every oppressor his comeup-
pance on the part of the voiceless.”
Since he wrote' the letter three
weeks ago, the Review hasreceivedap-
proximately a dozen letters of com-
" plaint from Native American students;
| there have also been three letters from
- American Indian students indicating
that they are fiot offended by the logo.
" Inhis letter to Dean Jackson, Ver-

" jon, certain aspects of Native American
culture were “not particualrly civi-
lized.” Verjee stated later that he stands
by his comments, but added, “Tdo think
that all cultures have something to con-
tribute, and I don't advocate making

jee also wrote that in his personal opin- -

funof peaple because of their cultures.”
He also cautioned that a belief that “all
cultures are unequally civilized™
should not to be equated with the belief
that “‘races are unequal.”

Verjee explamed that in his opin-
jon, his own cultural heritage — part
Indian, part African — has not con-
tributed the “material wealth, the tech-
nological progress, the advances in
math and sciences, or the individualist

"democratic principles” that' Western

civilization has. Therefore, he suggest-
ed, “my own culture is barbaric com-

 pared to Westem civilization,”

Dean Jackson has since made the
letter public, and COP member Mork

-Murdock is circulating huge posters
- displaying " the letter and asking stu-

dentsto call him if they are offended by
it. The letter can even be found on the -
Stanford computer network, and has
found its way into the hands of re-
porters from the San Jose Mercury
News, the San Francisco Chronicle,
Channel 11 News, and the student
paper at Dartmouth University,

‘When asked if it was appropriate
for the Dean of Students to circulate a
personal letter, Provost Condoleezza
Rice refused to answer the question.
Instead, she reprimanded the Review's
‘Smoke Signals” column. *“T don't
know about [Dean Jackson], but ¥ will
speak more generally.about the issue,”
saidRice. “Idon’tlike the ‘Smoke Sig-
nals’ and 1 actually think it's kind of
silly. Xthink it is really not a very good
thing to poke fun at something that
clearly makes a lot of people very un-
happy.

* American Indian students intend
to continue to protest until the logo is
removed, and according to Tovar they
are “'asking other ethnic groups to also
remove The Stanford Review from its
rac]
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Totalitarianism
undone — for now

e got a surprise Thanksgiving present last Tuesday:
) s ’s ’ when the:University administration agreed to render -
its new alumni-giving policy temporarily - inactive. .
Implemented this year, the - policy — a real tirkey if we've ever
. seen ong — prohibits: student- orgamzauons from soliciting
... donations from. alumm ‘who haye not given in the last five
years. Eventually, all solicitations from student groups will be
- eliminated altogether, and all alumni donations will be paid -
into an Administration-controlled account called the Stanford

the discretion of President Casper and Provost Rice. X
_The Administration has faced a storm of protest since we
ran an exposée on this centralization of student group funding
two.weeks ago,- And no wonder: the new rules have already
cost Stanford in Government almost-$10,000, and other stu-
dent groups are questioning the wisdom of haying their purse -
strings drawn by a couple of b who th lves ran
chronic budget deficits for the University. Furthermore, the
danger exists that if Casper and Rice are to decide how much
. each student group gets, budgets of student gmups crmca] of
Admxmstxanon policies will get cut. K
Our posmon on the matter is unequivocally opposed to the
new policy.. The Administration cannot be trusted to determine
& just allocation of alumni:dollars among student groups; the
i . potential to abuse power s far too great. _The only just distri- '
.bution is.achieved by. letting student groups raise money on
: their own, without intereference; those groups that do a good
¢ . job and provide a genuine service will riot starve for dollars,
and those superfluous. organizations, surviving only because -
- they are politically popular with an Administration willing to
spread around our-tuition dpllars, will fold. The same princi-
ple has made free. markets work efficiently for-over 300 years.
- If Stanford -University wants to raise. more money, it
should simply make' a:more p ive case to alumni; it
. should not resort to resmcung competmg solicitations,

| 'Beat It

In November of 1992, when the country elected William the

Conqueror to the office of the Presidency, we expected run- |
away inflation to swamp the country and bought an expen-
sive case .of: wine to store in a safe place (off-campus, Ms.
- Howe, off-campus). But corks were popping this week when
. we heard that Dean of Students Michael Jackson and his wife,
. Dlann Akxyama, are leavingStanford for USC s
- We:are no fans of these two: Afterall Dlrty Diana-cdon-
ducted’a “marriagé” between two gay men in Memorial Church
last spring, and then promised-that more would follow. As to
- “Dean Michael Jackson, his conduct has been even more — for--
give the grammar, but app the ical ref e — bad.
Many- appropriate phrases come to our stuporous. minds, but " .

. -“Ding Dong, the Witch is.Dead” is the most immediate..

. Jackson’s off-the-wall handling of University fraternities has
bo;deged on harassment, and he has left several of them in pre-
carious +And ‘we ber the time this smooth
criminal dealt with a private complaint against a conservative
student by widely publicizing that studént’s personally held -

“ .. beliefs, then spearheadmg an-effort to write letters of disap-
proval to that student’s potential employers. More recently, the
King of Pop pulled this stunt again by circulating a personal
letter from. Review editor Aman Verjee; the letter ended up’
being quoted out of context in the San José Mercury News.

And one more thing: as the bubbly flows here at Stanford,
we should take the time remind the generally conservative stu-
dents at USC not to express themselves too freely in their New
Reich: Michael Jackson is known to keep files on particularly

troublesome conservative activist students. Cheers.

Fund;-money from this Fund will be given to student groups at”~

0]zbway Sstudent protests ‘The Chzef

First off I would hke to congratulate you on
yel another, successful publicity stunt which, no
doubt, has. provided you.with much amusement

-and even more free press. 1have read [Aman Ver-
jee’s] letter to Dean Jackson, your guotations in the .

Daily, and have actually become a devout reader of
your publication since you first began using “The
Chief.” Twonld like to use this dpportunity to say

- that some of your writers do occasionally provide .-
'worthwhile contnbuuons 10, the free exchange of
- jdeds, Unfortinatély, you trivialize these 1n51ghts

with publicity. stunts like the use’ of “The Chief”

and insulting’ asides spemﬁcally almed at the four-
: ethmc centers,

- “However,.] am not wrmng to cnthue yourar—
ncles or simply. to congratulate you. 1am writing

to you; as a registered Stanford student and proud .

Ojibway citizen of the Nawash Band; First Natlon

. to formally request that you puil*“The Cmef'fromz«:
.your, publmauon 1 had hoped that this request.

. .would be unnecessary and that you ‘would demr

. after failing to garner a response from the Native'

.. community, Unfortunately, your ploy has been."
. successful, and a great “‘crisis™ has arisen as towhat
we're going to.do.about:**The Chief” and Aman .-

Verjee. To be quite honest; I wanted nothing to do

with you or*The Clnef " Not bécause I don’t find -
. itoffensive and derogatory, but because I did not...
-want to waste my. time reacting to a reacuonary

1

p jon.who advertises th
hcatmn that “drives the camp
Review, Oct, 17,1994) -

Your success, however, has forced 1me to re- .

spond. - T understand both -why you chose. “the

Chief” and its utility to your publication. But, = -.. -
. .. please, let’s not pretend that you are trying tohonor . .. .-
-+, Native. Amerjcans .or. end, ‘'venomous and unen- . -
< - lightened stereotypes of race ethnicity and-gender™ -

wnh your bug—eyed tomahawk w1eldmg, Pmoc—
-chio nosed “Chief.” No Indian I know looks like
your Jogo.. But, that’s not really the issue. The
issue is why an Indian and not a Chicano, or a
Black, or a Caucasian or a real East Indian? Why
ot Punjab the opium-smoking snake charmer? Is
it becaunse Native Americans are so wild and sav-
age, or maybe it’s because we're so noble and
brave?

“Let’s  getreal. People choose Indian mascots

for two reéasons, make that three including yourlat-
est stunt. The ignorant belief that 1)Indians died '
with the buffalo and the.ones still around aren’t : -

‘mal” Indians. 2) Indlans are kind of like animals, :
- wild, ferocious, savage, and sometimes noble, And |
thanks to you,. 3) Indians can get you, lots of free

has served lns pmpose. Lethlm :
gothe way of the buffalo and! et the real Indians get |
. on with our: Tives. We do not want to be-on your : .
3 logo, .or-on Cleveland’s logo, or on Atlanta’s logo. *
-1 don’t know--where you got your statistics, or
which Tndiang they polled (in the future would you
" please reveal your sources; so we can substantiate
your claims) , but I can assure you that the Indians
here. at Stanford do not appreciate your logo and .
. want nothing to'do with your publication. If, how-
ever, your alumni suppoiters are dead-set on bring-
ing back the Indian, why don’t you, Aman, be the _
“mascot, areal Indian? I'm sure the members of the
. Bdst Tndian community would be honored to have -
"you as their spokesperson;.or maybe you could
“honor” them with one of .your spicy little draw-
ings. ., .. . . . R .

OJIbway First Nation
- Sophomore; Undeclared -
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just don’t understand why it is'sb “Banthas, a famlly is system of the vast multicultural society of - allow h]s son to ignore the pnnmples of his
hard for you to accept,” mghcham fundamental and sacied uni X which his family was a part. Surely, Banthas - culture, of his family, and of his ancestors.
" thas, “that1do notbchevem them.” because, like an entire culture, its mit had not nurtured thi§ revulsion agamst his Suchmdulgeuce would threaten the fragile
" He could see the anger in his > sand - ‘people’s idols on his own, the Educauon’ - foundation of the larger multicultyral $0Ci--
father’s face. ; Minister — " ety ‘and the very integrity of the' proudZam
. Mr. Fobi clenched his Amld a thousand . currenfly a  bezian community. Surely, he thought, Ban- :
fist and pounded it-on the - other thoughts, IMIr. Mandarin - - thas could be made to see that. RN
Buddhist — .. The followmg day, mlenton investigat-

‘¢

table, T d b Dide't you leam’ the
! mgeings(;;?itﬁi:tw\ghzg: : . st:)ryof)t::y zmma: - Fobi could “pt help, had * obvi- - ing the precise cause of his son’s alarming
there that is unbelievable? : wholefthisfamilyand: - but marvel: “itis - ously not *shiftin attitudes, Mr. Fobi degided to spend
; The gods inhabit everything. . " .struck - out. -over - the . - - taken proper his lunch hour viewing a part of Bamhas
o Our lives are good because . " 'dunes and the- moun- - . mlraculous that all steps to en- . ‘class at Public School #954,: Which every.

they will it to be. The gods taing? Don’t you re- these young adults sure  that  youth within five miles was required t 1o at-
cannot be seen or touched; ‘ member how ‘he lost from different Zambezian. . tend. AsMr. Fobistrode through mecrowd-'
: their existence is fiof scientif- 3 his confidence and his culture ‘was ed halls of the school, he was Jostled by stu: * -
\ ically provable,- Hor dis- 5 sense of himself because backgrounds can porrayéd with  dents of every earthly ‘complexion, all wear-
putable. You have tobelieve, he lost contact with the the esteem ing --quite nearly like badges of personal‘ -
! Bamhas,bccauseyou Ryan Bounds + . ide; i . 'attend SChOOI grow and appre- merit— the costume of thelrpameularcu )
i - g i and: work together, ciationitde- - ture. ‘Tt-was beyohd him how the Alentian = .+
n served. (And  students could bear the oppressive Los An- -
-don our deals? . and yet.so Vahanﬂy why would geles heat i in their heavy sealskin jackels,
" Banthas, a typical-Jlooking Zambezian  less angry, but in’ his anger’s stead resist the temptaﬂon ‘he? Toex- ' but, of course, he was not Aleutian. Amid a
youth of * twenty-third : century America,, ‘- grew : anxiety, He could not imagine " to hate each other pect that - thousand other thoughts, Mr. Fobi could not
leanedpenﬂanﬂyagamstmesmrkwmtewall what was compeiling his oldestand = - - * ¢ " hewould help but marvel: “it is miraculous that ail

of the family kitchen, ‘His arms laid across  (by Zambezian custom) most fa- or love each other.” beasin- these young adults from different back-

the traditional leather vest, which he habitu=' * vored son to denounce: the infinite DR <. térested in grounds can attend school, grow and work

ally wore foppishly urifastened, and his eyes * wisdom of his forefathers, - * Cote e T T Zambeziancul- * together, andyetsovalianﬂyfesistthelemp-
!

rolled in exaggerated imitation. - “Why-do-I Mr, Fobi, nevertheléss, ‘was-cerfainof =~ - * : ture as"in his own tatmn to hatc each: mher cor Iove each :
! have to believe in everything that you be- - - two things. First, something had gone terri- - ‘would be unreasonable, indeed’...) Sec- .
' Tieve in to be a member of this family?” bly wrong with the educational and political ondly, Mr, Fobi was certain that he oould not

contmued on pnge 8.

Ré% ’f

s Well the Councxl Of Pukes has done it again; -Just
when you thought that they had defined the outer Timits of
human incompetence, they set anew standard last week by.
asking for the resignation of Publications Board Director -
Danny Bressler so that Anietie Ekanem could take over.
The COP has sirice reversed itself, narrowly avoiding' re
publications revolt in the process. Bressler is camitted,

- qualified and wildly popular. He has served thié Pub Board
fof two tremendously successful yéars: one as deputy to the -
very-able Stephen Russell, and one as director himself: |
During this time, the number 'of publications has soared
from 10 to 19, and distribution capabilities and facxlmes'
have been improved tenfold.. In' our estimation, there are
University more. pressing than the ful Pub
Board, and the COP should turn its attentions elsewhere

Christopher Wang : Sht the st v Nice campfire last Thursday, but maybe we shouldbe:f A

more careful next year; On three different occasions during ] "
the campfire, insects flew into the-inferno.and tragically
died. When wﬂl this human terrorism of the planet stop? -

: v Ttisnosecret that the acadelmc standing of $dbme foot-

i : : 7 if i ball players is not up to stiuff, but many people Have been
T v “gilling to' forgive those shortcomings. However;” withthe "7 °
team losing and some players behaving like absolute goons
(the type of behavior you would expect at Florida State or
Cal), you have got to wonder whether sacrificing aca-
demics is such a great idea.. The biggest shame is that just T
ahandful of players are dragging down the rest of the team,
which is stocked with an overwhelming majority of legiti-
mate stud thletes. Remember the lesson learned at Big:
Game: the chain is as strong as its weakest link.

v The Islamic Student Association felt compe]led to hand-
out disclaimers at Flicks Iast week so that no one at Stanford
would confuse the villains in-True Lies with real Muslims,
Praise be to Allah that they did so, for without their input we
would have been complelely fooled by.the Camemn s bchev—
‘able style. ) .

v ifa fat, Jondmouthed comedian s placed in a deprivation
tank for an extended period of time, wilt he tum into a super-
model? e
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Why ‘Gay Liberation’ ‘DefieSN‘atural Law

everal Stanford students_are now
being prosecuted for pouring paint on

the Gay Liberation sculpture on cam-

pus. This is appropriate. Crimes agamst

property must be pun-

ished and art at its best

is a most valyable form

of property, But con-

sider an altéfnative sce-

nario. If Stanford af-

forded pro-life activists -
a central place on cam- -
pus to install a sculp- |
ture depicting abortion .
as-murder there would
be a -fire-storm of |
protest, If pro-choice
activists poured paint

" onsuchasculptire and”
the University pressed

felouy charges, ihe pmperty damagmg
protesters would be regarded by many as
heroes andmartyrs

Alec Rawls

What mikes the two cases so d1fferent?»

Only a conviction on the part of some peo-
ple, and acceptance by most, that deplctmg

gay hberatmn is pohucally good while at-

tacking a woman’s freedom to choose abor-
tion is politically bad. But is Gay Liberation

good political art? One obvious considera- .

tion is whether a particular piece of art as
politics is efficacious in promoting the énds
it seeks to promote, and here I think Gay
Liberation falls on its face. Does it really
make sense to try to win acceptance for ho-
mosexual displays by frying to force them
before the public consciousness? Natural
philosophy and common sense should give
us pause.

Let’s be honest. Human bemgs have an
instinctive revulsion to homosexuality,
much as we have an instinctive revulsion to
certain smells, and for the same reason: that
our species, like all others, has evolved in-
stincts to avoid a wide variety of substances,
threats, and activities that are detrimental to

" our survival and reproductive success, We
also have open-ended faculties of intelli-
gence, capable of seconding or vetoing our
instinctive judgments, but our instinctive
Judgments are unavoxdably with us.

. In the case of homosexuality, rationali-
ty tells us that, however much we might be
glad to second our personal rejection of Ho-
mosexuality as regards our own'sexuality,
we should want to temper the revulsion we
feel for those who tum ouit to have gotten
their libidinal wires crossed. The fact is,
they have got their wires crossed, and there

. is nothing to be gained by despising them
and much’ fo lose. Homosexuals still are
human beings, whose lives are valuable for
the samie reasons that other people’s lives
are valuable: because they have the same
open ended meral intelligence that other’s
have, capable of discovering what there is to
value in the world, and-of pursuing it.

The question, then, is, if the goal is to
increase tolerance for homosexuals, does it
make sense to draw attention to what it is
about homosexuals that makes them repiil-
sive to others (their sexuality) rather than to
- whatreally matters (their full endowment of

_ intelligence' .and humanity)? Would. we
think of trying to increase tolerance for
those- who have their wires crossed about
what smells foul by filling up a planter in
" the-quad with foul smelling things? More
likely the result would be an arousal of re-
pulsion, and T suspect that the effect of the
Segal tableau is similar.

‘When repulsion remains an abstrac-
tion, then rationality has home court advan-
tage and can more easily determine how a

person will feel about homosexuals ‘and
want to behave towards them. The ideal for
promoting the politics of tolerance would
be for repulsion to remain an abstraction
while the common humanity of
‘homosexuals is displayed. It is not
impossible for this common Hu-
_ manity to be - displayed by gestures
of affection, but the arotisal of re-
pulsion_ ‘alwdys cairies a cost,

cord fuil value to the welfare of ho-

mosexuals.

Most gays recognize this and are

even more circumspect than het-

erosexuals about displaying their
-affections publicly. Presumably,
few of them would condone the
constant -and entirely gratuitous
display of public homosexuality in
the Segal tableau. Sure, the tableau repre-
sents a nice utopian idea for homosexuals: a
world in which their sexuality does not re-

*pulse, But that is not our world, and gays

who are rational do not want to prelend oth-
erwise. ..
" “Those" activists who want fo excite at-
tention to their sexuality are partly just ob-

‘streperous, I think: “We know it is counter-
_productive, but we like these smells that

others cousu]er foul, and we are going to
make them wherever we want.” But while
such motivations cannot help but get
thrown into the rmix, I think most homosex-

making it harder for people to ac=

mosexuals about the source of repulsion to
homosexuality. This arises from the most
painful subject of all for homosexuals —

their terrible self-hatred. This self-degrada-.

tion, it would seem; must come from soci-
ety, because if a person's wires are crossed,
he should feel repulsion
at the thought of inti-
macy with the op-
posite sex,. not re-
pulsion at his own
sexuality.

The simple. bxo«
logical explanation

If the goal is to
increase tolerance for
homosexuals, does it

make sense to draw
attention to what it is

the'dominant alignment.” Stated more sim-
piy, we would have a powerful drive to con-
form.

That works, and since. the reward in
terms of fitness for such a mechanism would
be huge, it would in fact have evolved if the

design possibilities through-

out our evolution have
been 'amenable to it.
Again, these are simple
natural facts. When we
turn from hypothesis to
“evidence and look for
such a mechanism in the

simply does not work world, we' discover a
for se}llf—hatred, and, if about homosexuals Tyrannosaurus Rex staring
the sclfhatred homo-  that makes.them:  vsinthe face..

sexuals go through can . A house-mate of mine
only be explained as r EPUIS[\IE to others _ once said something that
socially construct-  (thelr sexuality) rather  perfectly captured my
ed, it is plausible that own experience and per-

the revulsion others
feel for homosexuality
could also.be a matter of
social conditioning, It is
tempting for homosexu-
als to think that hoisting
their flag and pushing
awareness of homosexuality

into the public consciousness is the strategic
thing to do, just as it is tempting in battle to
pour through a breach, but beware the cul de
sac. Social constriiction of feelings about
homosexuality- in: others -is ‘hardly. more

uals who favor a bit of social engineering
like the Segal tableau do so on the premise.
that attitudes towards homosexuals are not
‘innate but dre “socially constructed.*

1f repulsion to homosexuality were so-
cially conditioned, then exposiire to horno-
sexual relationships might provide a coun-
tervailing desensitization, Instead of drous-

ing repulsion and leading to allergic .
reactions, such exposure might serve to in-.

oculate the body politic against repulsion.
But this is a most dangerous kind of wishful
thinking, There is every reason to believe

there should be a strong innate revulsmn to.

homosexuality, What couldbe more critical
toreproductive fitness? And any device that
is evolved to make homosexuality person-
ally repulsive is going to make it repulsive
to think about or observe in othefs.

Sometimes ancient Greece. is cited as
proof that attitudes towards homosexuality
are socially constructed, but anyone who
has read Plato’s Symposium knows  that
Greek homosexuality was pederasty, which
provides an explanation for the extent of the
practice, Modem clinical reports demon-
strate that’ ‘sexual abuse'propagatés — that
abused youngsters havea very strong drive
to abuse others. Far from showing that sex-
wality is socially constructed, the example
of ancient Greece is explained by the
strength of heterosexual repulsion to homo-
sexuality, seen in the strength of the obses-
sive pathology created by the homosexual
abuse of adolescents. That such a cycle of
pathology once apparently spread to infect
much of a nation is one of the saddest sto-
ries in human history.

Most homosexuals reject the social
construction nonsense anyway. They know
that their own sexuality is immanent to
themselves — that it is not something they
got from society or that society can change.

Does that mean that the dogma of “social _

construction of sexuality” that is so preva-
lent amongst left-leaning homosexuals and
other acadernics is pure intellectnal dishon-
esty, embraced as an excuse for unre-
strained social engineering? Not entirely,
because there really is a conundrum for ho-

. productive success as this

plausible than social construction of one's
own sexuality. In our hearts, each of us
knows that his own sexuality is not socially
constructed, and one’s gut reaction to ho-
mosexuality is part of one’s own sexuality.
There has to be an explanation besides so-
cial construction for this conundrum of ho-
mosexual self-hatred, and I believe 1 know
what it is. )

Natural selection has obviousii,' not.

been able to perfect the coordination of sex.
with sexual orientation during the complex
developmental stages of the human being,
particularly in the womb.
Now put this together
with the fact that few
things are as crucial to re-

alignment, This combina-
tion of natural facts neces-
sarily creates & huge re-
ward in terms of fitness
for backup mechanisms
capable of enforcing the
alignment between sex
and sexual orientation,
Homosexual self-hatred
is, 1 believe, such a back-
up mechanism,

Abackup mechanism
is forced to work in a cir-
cuitous way. It cannot just
instruct: “hate, your sexu-
ality and try to suppress it
if you turn out to be at-
tracted to the wrong sex,”
because the homosexual’s
conception of the “wrong
sex”. will be backwards.
With the direct approach
closed off; any feasible
backup mechanism would
have to employ social
clues. It would have to in-
struet: “if your aligniment
of sex and sexual orienta-
tion turns out to be differ-
ent than the norm, then
hate and’ suppress that
sexuality and try to adopt

than to what really
matters (their full
endowment of
intelligence and
humanity)?

ceptions about youth and
adolescence. 1 think it is the
profoundest truth, He- re-
marked to me how striking he
thought it was that children
seem to reach a kind of first
adulthood before adolescence
where they attain (to the extent

that they have the necessary intelligence) a
wisdom of perspective, despite large gaps of
knowledge. They gleam with intelligence
about how to weigh things and how to re-
serve uncertainty, and how to Jook ont across
the world. Then, when they reach adoles-
cence, this first adulthood gets crushed
under a cascade of chemicals. In particular,
independent judgment is razed‘and replaced
with the most slavish confonmty and social

“consciousness. i

Is it purely coincidence ‘that such a .
transformation should accompany sexual
awakening? I don't think so. I think we are
programmed to become acutely aware of our
conformity, and in particular, acutely con-

continued on page 8




7 Arts of Lelsure

November 28, 1994

ARTS & 'LEISURE :

,“The One He’ll Be Remembered For”

san author. Dr. Thomas Sowell is one nf the most
Aprohﬁc raconteurs of race and culture that histo-

ry has ever scen. As if two weekly columns —
one syndicated, one exclusively for Forbes magazine —
-weren’t enough, the Senior Hoover Fellow churms out a
book a year on-everything from higher education to the
the economic plights of dlscrete mmormes in 20th centu-
ry America. -

Demonstrating a wﬂlmgness to tac}Je controversial
issues — and an ability to come to conclusions based on
a systematic, exhaustive analysis of the facts — is old hat
by now to Sowell, but in his in his latest book, Race and
Culture, he has succeeded in-producing a tome that will
undoubtedly raise the eyebrows of even those readers
accustomed to his forthright style. Many have touted this
volume as Sowell’s magnum opus — the one, as the infa-
mous Ed Wood ‘once said, that he “will be remembered
for.”

That’s hlgh praise indeed, especially as it applies to a
man worlds more talented than Wood: Sowell i, after all,
one of the three or four leading historical economists in
the world.and a serious contender for a Nobel Economics
Prize within the next ten years. And yet, a'careful read-

- ing of Race and Culture shows why it has been so well
‘received: the book is simply a revolutionary work. It pro-

vides a new and fresh perspective on several issues that’

most writers fear to.touch.

In Race and Culture, Sowell deﬁnes culture as a par-
ticular people’s “set of skills:for dealing with the eco-
nomic and social necessities of life,” and then goes about
examining the-profound changes cultures can impart on
each other when they come.into. contact and why some
cultures appear to have been more-successful than others.

Emphasizing the need to view the performance of
cultures in a global view — for “cultures are not erased
by crossing a political border” — Sowell cites specific
examples of groups of immigrants who, though dispersed
around the world, have assumed similar roles in society.
Chinese were the predominant retailers in Jamaica, the

Phlhppmes, Ma]aysxa, and Thalland Itahan fishermen
excelled in diverse locations such as the Mediterranean
region, Australia, and San Francisco. Germans have held
prominent leadership positions in the U.S. armed forces
this century, just as (hey dld in the Roman legions two
millennia ago..

The reason for specific racial groups perfomung sim-
ilar roles around the globe is simple in Sowell’s opinion;
the traditions, values, and abxlmes which he collecnvely
calls “cultural capltal” of these groups dlctate what| achv—

RACE
CULTURE

science and industry in the late twentieth century, he con-
cludes that the Japanese people are. quite receptive to
adopting technology created by other cultures and, in
many cases, improving upon it. Most of the third world,
in contrast, has proven less willing to adopt technology or
to be anything more than a passive recipient of it.
Sowell’s view of culture explains not only the eco- .

nomic status and roles of various groups, it also provides

. a logical regson for the apparent disparities between the
1Q levels of different races, - Invoking a warning given by

“However, even to say that
mankind has advanced, if only in
particular spheres, is to say that

some ways of doing things —

some cultures — are beflterin

‘A World "
View

THOMAS SOWELL

ities they ‘would best perform. If a cultural group has the

specific combmanon of necessary factors to excel in

pmn(Hnakmg, ‘it would be ndlculous for thém to all be

proctologists.

Sowell asserts that since it is quite apparent, espe-
ciatly in today’s high-technology

world, that no cultural group can
. live in complete 1solatlon, interac-
‘I’ tion between groups and the shar-
ing of cértairi aspects of cultural
capital is the rule, not an excep-
tion. This, he insists, has helped
lead to the advancement of
mankind as'a whole. “However,
even to say that mankind has
advanced, if only in particular
spheres,” cautions Sowell, “is to
say that some ways of doing
things — some: cultures — are
. better in some respects than oth-

“[Stanford’s Western culture courses] seem to perpetuate racist and
sexist stereotypes and to reinforce notions of cultural superiority that
“are woundmg -to some and dangerous toallina World of such evident
.dlversny SR

Area One Task Force, 1988
“What we are proposing is not completely in line with the First
Amendment, But 'm not sure it should be. We at Stanford are try-
ing to sef different standards from What socnety at large is trying to
accomphsh »

“Taxes, after all are dues we pay for the privilege of membershlp in
. an organized society.”

- n ) : - Franklin D. Roosevelt

“Religion is the opiate of the masses.””
) Vladimir 1. Lenin
“To play billiards is a sign of misspent youth,” -
‘ Herbert Spencer
“We commuméts are like seeds, and the people are like soil. -

Wherever we go, we must unite with the people, take root, and blos-
som among them.”

Mao Tse Tung

Unidentified ASSU Senator, 1989

ers; that they are more effective
for particular purposes.”

A primary ingredient for a pre-
dominant culture, says Sowell, is

. its willingmess to take aspects of
‘other cultures that are better than

its own and master them. This
willingness to chanige, or “cultur-
al receptivity,” has been demon-
strated many times throughout
history. Sowell reminds us that
the cultures of the West aban-
doned Roman numerals in favor
of Arabic ones. Why? Because
the latter are simpler to write,
require less space, and provide
less opportunities for error than
the former. In short, Arabic
numerals are better and the cul-

", tures of the West acknowledged
" this by being receptive to them.

Taking cultural receptivity a
step -further, Sowell provides a
senisible explanation for the eco-
nomic chasm between the first

and third worlds. Some groups of-

people, he asserts, are more
receptive to transfers of technolo-
gy than others, Citing Japan’s
rapid transformation from a pre—
Commodore Perry technological
desert to a leading innovator of

some respects than others, that
they are more effective for

particular purposes.”

Cicero that Romans ought not buy British slaves because
they are too hard to teach, Sowell acknowledges that
there are undeniable differences in JQ levels by race, a
fact he supports by numerons references to trends in:1Q
exams and: the. Scholastic Aptitude Test that go along
racial lines with ittle regard to the economic status of the
individual.

Yet in tegard to these varying levels of 1Q, Sowell
states, “All differences between groups that are genetical-
ly different are not genetic differences.” Cultural capital
plays a large part, he insists, as different cultures empha-
size different views and methods of utilizing the mind.
For example, Gaelic—speaking children of the Hebrides
Islands performed as well as English-speakers in ques-
tions dealing with informational items, but trailed behind
them in problems involving abstractions. For Sowell, the
issue at hand is nof what is in your genes, but \vhat vali.les
your culture stresses.

In addressing an issue that has proven as of Tate o be
slightly controversial, Sowell tackles the topic of immi-
gration and culture. Cultures, he contends, not only are
shaped by their environments, but can also reshape the -
environments. to which they- are transported. = If both:
groups are culturally receptive, the ensuing possibility of
technology transfer can be mutually beneficial. But,
Sowell acknowledges, immigration does have its draw-
backs. While immigration does not typically decrease the

: tolal number of jobs available to the populatlon as a

whole, it does often decrease the average amount of
salaries, leading to an increased reliance of natives on the
benefits of the welfare—state.’

Responding to the many indjviduals who call upon

. the government to level the playing field for the so—called

“downtrodden” minorities, Sowell replies .that there is
only so much any governmient official can do. “Goals
which depend upon creativity, skills, thrift, work habits,
organizational abilities, and technological knowledge in
the population at large are much less within the power of
incumbeént officials to achieve within a politically rele-
vant time period.” ‘

Not only does Thomas Sowell fearlessly address sen-
sitive topics of race, genetics, and cultural orthodoxy, he
does sp in a.logical, well-documented manfer.
Guarariteed to surprise you in some places, and possibly
make you rethink your preconceptions in others, Race
and Culture is a must-read for any mdxvldual interested
in racial status and relauons

— Eric Jackson
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continuéd from page 5 ‘
other.” He was ttemendously reheved that this was possx—
The portion of the cumculum thaer Fobi saw was an

exploration of man’s origin from the perspectives of the
. African cultures: As he feared, the Zambezian outlook was

-woefully misrepresented by the South African guest-lectur- -

er, who was personally responsible for teaching all 75 of the
acknowledged African cultures that day. Despite the best of

intentions, the Zambezian perspective was portrayed as -

-merely superstitious and irrational, and it lacked the poetic

justification for the belief system which had been passed -

down from father to son for three hundred generations. Most
distressingly of all; the lecturer spent only half as long on the
Zambezian view as he did on those of western and southern
Affica (the latter two cultural regions were, in Mr. Fob1 s
view, mostly the same, anyway). ‘“How,” . he despaired, “i

" Banthas supposed to appreciate and remain loyal to his own
people, when their cylture is so unfairly presented? It is no
wonder he does not believe — no wonder that he embraces
the godlessness of the western and southern peoples.”

Mr. Fobi returned to the Regional Tribunal, where he
worked as a judge, It was Mr. Fobi’s particular duty.to pre-
side over the trial and senténcing of any fellow Zambezian
who was charged with a crime, just as it was Mr. An-
dreassen’s duty to dispense justice to his fellow Danes. The
days of expecting a person to receive a fair trial from'a judge
of a different race or. creed had vanished with the New En-

lightenment. ‘It was, in Mr. Fobi’s day, unquestioned that a -

person should be judged and punished only within the con-.
text of his own cultural upbringing, a factor of which a per-
son of a different race or creed could not hope to have an ad-
equate comprehension, despite the best efforts of Cultural
Education. This realization was the foundation of the new so-
cial system, and the pride of every modem thinker,

At the end of the day, Mr. Fobi retuned home. He had
been pondering the previous. evening’s conversation with
Banthas, and decided that the best course would be to reveal

to his son the danger that his novel beliefs held for Zam-’
bezians and for the larger society. Mr: Fotn walked into the
g ich’ %, abandon’ the tighteous ideals of thé Zambeuan people, then
" all who are educatéd incorreetly by our required séhools will

recreation room, where he found : f Frer
comedy onthe wall-sizéd monitor, He addressed his sor with
an air of understanding and support, “Banthas, Thave realized
why it is that you do not believe what your mother and I see,

as the.tiuth. ‘By the short-sighted design of that Mandarin’

Mxmster of Education : (his- voice. assumed. an inevitable
sneer), Zambezian ideals have been shown as silly . . . per-
haps as unimportant. You see value being placed elsewhere,
on other African cultiwres and the Chinese cultures. It must
confuse you, Tundesstand that.”. Mr. Fobi held his breath,
waiting for the response he knew to be forthcoming.

ference does.it make anyway?”

of Greek or Cambodian descent, yon must not surfénder the

ideals of your'people. To do so would hasten the dissolution .

of our proud and independent culture; and, as the gods would
have it, nothing is worse.” Mr. Fobi sighed and continued:
“Before the New Enlightenment, everyone thought as you
did,” Premium value was placed on personal success in a so-

- ciety dominated by one culture. Myopic policies and lust for --

personal indulgence brought many great cultures o their de~

_struction as they melted into thé; traditions of the doininant

people. But, with the New Enlightenment, these cultures
wefe rediscovered and their value finally appreciated. The

education that you receive and the laws on which I rule re-
flect our society’s commitment never to allow another cul-

ture’s destruction. Culture is no Ionger merely man’s ex-
pression of himself, but the end of man’s actions.”

“Father, 1 know all about the New Enlightenment,” Ban-
thas insisted, “but what does this have to do with me?”?

_silently from the darkened room,
- “Father, I do admit to being confused, but T cannot force - -
" myself to believe all thdf you and mother believe. ‘What dlf-
o unequlvocal signs of
“It makes all the difference i in the world, Banthas For. -
the same reason that a Zambezian can never marty a person -

’ pretend—lf_lustfora

. editor of The smqﬁmi Review,

“Banthas, it means that you will leam to believe in the
gods. Ttmeans that you will go to the temple with yonr moth-
erand me, Yt means that you will not watch any more of these

-ludicrous French comedies — for they obviously steer your
.mind in the wrong direction. If you, Banthas, are allowed to

abandon them, as well. Our culture' — our people
~— would be no more. All this because you presumed o ex-
press your behefs mstead of t.hose of: your parents and your
neighbors.” - .

Banthas rested his head onhishand as he slouched inhis
chair, With a languid motion he pressed a button, and the
image, of the laughing Frenchman faded from sight: He
tuméd and watched the stern ﬂgure of hls fatherasit mamhed

Bamhas sat for at least’ aqixartér ofan h ur in the empty

Toom, rummatmg over hjs the unfortunate but

—thathewas notZambeman, after

all,

Ryan Bounds is a senior g psy

logy. He is the opini
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surpass those of our-parents. We will not even approach equality with the previ-
ous generation, despite appropriating four times as mzmy real dollars for our stud-
ies than any other generation previous,

There is a reason fof this: the not inconsiderable school of talkers in charge of our
schools and universities is responsible for implementing a vast array of misbegotten édu-
cational policies, the several stupidities of which maintain such a synchronous body politic
that they refuse to let anything sane intermingle with them. The current prostration and

Our generation will be the first in American history whose educational skitis will not

dejection in our schools is but a necessary retribution for the folly of these men and .

women, for their insufferable arrogance, for their desperate, unprincipled, headiong gam-
bling and jobbing which has disgraced our country and pelluted academia.

For years, Stanford University led the way in implementing destructive educational
policies. The radical politicization of the academy in the 1960s and 1970s led to whole-
sale Tevisions of the curriculum, and works of enduring merit by William Shakespeare,

. John Locke, David Hume and Adam Smith have been supplanted by fleetingly popular

contemporary works of oppressed minorities who have presumably suf-
fered throngh multiple vectors of oppression, Even whena CIV track
does deign to read a John Stuart Mill, it uses not his magnum opus
on Utilitarianism but his lesser tract on women’s rights; and

it is The Tempest, whereupon the rage of Caliban is
jnvariably used as an instruction in Western imperial-
ism. .
But beyond The Politics, there have been
other invidious trends in academe. The purpose
of this special issue is twofold: first, fo expose
the -Jegion-'of - sins Stanford has committed
against academic probity; and second, to offer
constructive, forward-looking reforms that will
restore Stanford to its rightful place as the
world’s best university. While President Casper
deserves credit for helping to bring back the ‘F’
and implementing ‘an early decision admissions
plan, he should heed our recommendations for the
road ahead is long and tortnous. ;

As Eric Jackson-details. on Page 110, the .'F"
alone will not change the spirit of our grading policy.
There is a sturdy and rugged passion for equality in the
human heart that incites us to wish all to be pow-
erful and honored. It is this passion that elevates
the humble and meek to the ranks of the great: it is

r—% Hetany émluu uatir ok
the spur of academic success and the means where-
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Admissions

Freshman English
Teaching vs. Research

The Gender DR
Grade Inflation
Public Relations
Winds of Freedom

by the disadvantaged may become empowered. But there is also a depraved taste for
equality among men which impels the weak to attempt to lower the successful to their own
level. This egalitarian sentiment reduces men to prefer equality in mediocrity to inequali-
ty in excellence. It is this compulsion that has driven Stanford’s grading scheme, which
visits the “A’ upon nearly 60 percent of its students.

And though an early decision plan will increase our yield rates by 3 to 5 percent, the
admissions process remains broken. Merit remains a woefully inadequate determinant in
University admissions: on Page 4 Ed Malone exposes the extent to which legacies are
given special treatment. In a center-spread special feature, Aman Verjee makes a power-
ful case that “fargeted minorities” enter Stanford with lesser academic credentials than
non-minorities, and that as a result their grades are substandard, He then goes on to rec- .
ominends affirmative action based on socioeconomic status instead.

On Pages 14-5, the Winds of Freedom outlines four recommendations which would
adapt a traditional liberal arts education to the 1990s by focusing on merit and character,
1ot ethnicity or gender, as the relevant educational descriptor$; After all, more than a few
of us yearn for self-esteem, but the individualists among us recognize that true
self-confidence . can: come  only - through personal accomplishment
achieved - through' their talents, bhonest: plod “and " fair indusry.
However, the not inconsiderable school of talkers in charge of
* our university has forgotten this precept: they prefer to visit
pedigrees upon disadvantaged groups so that the self-
esteem of alf students may be assured upon self-identi-

fication with an ethnic minority or oppressed gender.
In effect, the University atterhpts to do for minorities
what hereditary nobility did for European élites in
medieval times. . The nobleman wished for access
o aristocracy through the accumnlated majesty of
‘a long family line; similarly, ethnic minorities and
women snatch the unwieldy crowns of race and
gender for a coronation. ‘This has long been the
appeal of the KKK, and the Nation of Islam:
groups are innately aristocratic, and membership
in such a group instantly altows one to ascend to an
elite produced by a long history of group engage-
ment,
Only if we resist to the alluring proposition that race
and gender are intrinsically descriptive, not merely
ascriptive, characteristics, will we make gains in
admissions policy and the curriculum, We hope
that the not inconsiderable school of talkers
will take a moment to heed ‘our special
issue before it is too late.

4, 8-9
6
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{LETTERS

Smoke Signals offensive, insulting

I noticed that you have a column entitled “Smoke Signals”
complete with a caricature of an American Indian. The content of
the column is not my concern. Rather, it is the long estabhshed of-
fensiveness of its logo..

‘Why would you, a Stanford student oréanization, knowingly
insult other students?
- James Lyons

Twrite to request that you reconsider the use of the caricature
of the American Indian that appears as a symbol above your new
column called “Smaoke Signals.” This caricature is hurtful to many
members of the Stanford community and directly contradicts one
of the stated principles of The Stanford Review’s October 3 issue:
“Also, we are committed to free and rational discourse, to ending
venomous and unenlightened stereotypes. of race, ethnicity and

. gender.”

Given this statement and your desire to cngage all members
of the community in the discussion and consideration of the views
and ideas of those who write for The Stanford Review, the use of a
degrading caricature of an American Indian is antithetical to your
own goals. The use of this caricature projects a racial, venomous
and unenlightened stereotype.

My request that The Stanford Review discontinue the use of
the American Indian caricature in no way suggests that the paper
s(op commentmg on aspects of Stanford it finds interesting, con-

"THE STANFORD REVIEW

The Stanford Review is an indepen-
dently run student newspaper owned by
The Stanford Review, a non-profit cor-
poration, and registered as 2 voluntary
student organization at Stanford Univer-

sity.

The Stanford Review is published and
distributed without charge to the Stan-
ford community every Monday during
the academic year, except during finals
and dead week.

Opinions expressed herein are those
of the authors, and donot necessarily rep-
resent The Stwy"ord Review.

The Stanford Review welcomes let-

ters from its readers on any topic, Sub-
mission constitutes testimony to the ac-
cutacy and originality of the work. The
Stanfond Review reserves the right to edit
letters for space and clarity. Please in:
clude your name, address, and Stanford
affiliation. Letters can be delivered to
room 205 of the Storke Publications
Building or mailed to: Letters to the Edi-
tor, The Stanford Review, P.O. Box 2343,
Stanford, CA, 94309,

Editorial: (415)723-8221
Fax: (415)725-1983
Email: review@cs.stanford.edu

Please recycle the Review.
Give it to a friend!

CUE ball, right comer‘...'

After considerable coffee and cookjes investments, the ﬁnal report of the CUE is ont. The Chief,
with his keen eye for detail and his tomahawk to chop it up, read it and came to these conclusions,

fusing, and/or misunderstood. I do not request the paper stop crit-
ically examining those aspects of Stanford with which your writ-
ers disagree and want to discuss in & public forum. My request is
that the paper maintain high standards of decency, fair play and in-
tegrity.

Thope that you will seriously consnder this requést. ‘T would
welcome an opportunity- to. discuss my concerns and your ideas
about the use of this symbol with you and other students and staff.

Michael Jackson
Dean of Students

Dean Emeritus of Student Affairs

The Science

Core

Academic
Bookkeeping

The
Minor

DR
reform

The
Future

‘Whoa, baby...light my fire! Another year long
‘core’ requirement. Maybe I can begin my
major classes junior year.

Atiention Dr. Anderson: Imposters on the foot-
ball field no longer get credit for playing ball.
No more yachting for units either.

Finally, a reward for pursuing academic inter-
ests ontside one’s major. Maybe even FemStud
will pick up a few “students.”

One: far too many areas. Two: too few classes in
each area. Three: can’t take ‘em P/NC. Four:
DR’s are life support for bogus discipliries.

Many good ideas, but short on logistics. Will
the Report collect dust in the Green Stacks, or
hold the University’s hand during change?

W e,
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The Aftermath of Indirect Costs

ver the past four years, an indirect cost scandal has
plagued the University. It has loomed over us like a
shadow, cost us miilions of dollars, and claimed as a

casualty the career of former President Donald Kennedy. Last
month, the University reached a settlement with the Office of

By Lucas Mast

Naval Research that was among the most favorable of sce-
narios imagined in 1990.

In interviews with both Kennedy and current President
Gerhard Casper, reflections ranged from relief and vindication
to uncertainty regarding both a pending lawsuit and the ulti-
mate damage suffered by our university. Both Casper and
Kennedy spoke candidly about their personal involvement
and what may lie ahead: a qui tam suit that is being brought
against the University by Paul Biddle, the former Office of
Naval Research officer who was in charge of the indirect cost
negotiations with Stanford. While the recent settlement with
the Office of Naval Affairs concludes that “[the Navy] does
not have a claim that Stanford engaged
in fraud, mistepresentation, or other
wrongdoing with respect to the mem-
oranda of understanding,” the pend-
ing Biddle suitleaves a sour taste in
the mouth of what should be a sym-
bol of closure.

Before the suit can proceed to
trial, Biddle must establish that he has

. standing to sue. “The issue isr whether,

in my position at Stanford from 1988 to 1992 created a con-
flictof interestby auditing the university [special investigators
and auditors have been deemed not able to bring suit in this
case]. But my capacity was merely an advisory position -1
never conducted any auditing myself,” Biddle asserts. If the
judge concurs in this matter, which will be before the court
within the next six months, the court would then deliberate on
the damage claims pressed against the University.

President Casper maintained that the victory obtained by
the university of settling all claims brought by the Office of
Nayal Research is clearly. independent of: the Biddle suit.
Casper pointed out that Biddle has a toughroad to hoe, espe-
cially since last November the Department of Justice refused
to join the gui tam suit, which, according to Casper is “4 right
for them to exercise if they feel that fraud was committed.” On
this issue, Casper also stated that “the Department of Justice
does not issue a statement saying ‘We did not find fraud,’ but
we must conclude that they did not think that this was a good
case for them to take over.” He further stressed the fact that
“the suit has lost all of its meat” due to both the Department of
Justice’s decision and the recent settl which concluded

prestigious institution was embroiled in a controversy that at-
tention to corrections and facts often got lost in the frenzied
spin of the scandal,

Former President Kennedy also addressed the most
media-glorified aspect of the scandal: the infamous yacht.
‘When I questioned Kennedy about this, he stated in a cha-
grined tone that the yacht was “one of a few mistakes which
was put in a depreciation pool that drew indirect cost recovery
—~and that was a flat-out blunder.” But Kennedy also main-
tained that we “owned up and corrected these mistakes, but
again got a hard time in the press about it.”

Another aspect of the indirect cost settlement which is as
yetunresolved is the pesky persistence of Congressman John
Dingell (D-Michigan), the chairman of the House Energy and
Commerce Committee that held several hearings on the al-
leged overcharges. In response to the NRO settlement with
the university, Dingell remained unsatisfied with the resolu-

being placed on a somewhat punitive indirect cost recovery
rate for two years; many of the effects cannot be quantified
in mere numbers. The university spent well over $30 mil-
lion in just transaction costs {legal fees, accountants, and
consultants] dealing with the controversy.”

However, through the darkness shines some light, in the
form the resolution of ambiguities in the system of indirect
costs. The Clinton administration is currently undertaking a
wholesale feview of indirect cost policies, which is neces-
sary in these times of extreme financial restraint for both the
public sector and for universities. President Casper stated
that the newfound scrufiny of the policies has “forced peo-
ple to examine expenditures for universities very critically.”
President Casper ultimately hopes that “this [settlement],-
and the resulting improvement between Stanford and the Of-
fice of Naval Research, will have a spillover effect on other
universities.”

Paul Biddle is
upbeat and
- optimistic that his
efforts will be
~ sticcessful,

tion. He stated, “This proves the
adage that the outrage is not what is
legal, but what is illegal. At the end

of the day, tens of millions of .

unwarranted and  unde-
served tax dollars remain

ford.”
In response to
Dingell’s remarks, Presi-
dent Casper said, “What
he said could be read in the
positive sense in that he i§

saying, ‘Now these allegations are i
“~out of the way and we were wrong

— but I am still unhappy about the
resources that went to the universi-
ties, but now it is a issue of legali-
ty.”” While one can read Dingell’s
statement ifi different lights, it does
remair apparent that not all of Stan-
ford’s detractors have been paCI—
fied.

Former  President Kennedy
*“did a lot of soul-searching” in his
ultimate 'decision to give his one-
year notice of resignation in the
summer of 1991. Kennedy stated,
““While it was my own personal de-
cision, it wasbased on a conviction
that there was enough mixtures of
concerns among Stanford faculty
and other members of the Stanford

that no wrongdomg was done by Stanford in the eyes of the
Navy.

Former President Kennedy had a similar view of the suit
being waged by Biddle, saying that he believes that it will be
difficult for Biddie to persevere in his efforts. He is skeptical
that they will be able to stay the course and even more skepti-
cal that they will succeed in it.

Despite the optimism demonstrated by President Casper
and Donald Kennedy, Paul Biddie is upbeat and optimistic
that his efforts will be successful. He pointed out that his
chances of winning were boosted considerably by Fine v
Chevron, arecent case in the Ninth Circuit Court. In this case,
Harold Fine, an auditor for the Department of Energy, was
granted standing to sue a private corporation for damages.
Judge Edward Levy, who authored the opinion of the Court,
set a precedent that will be applicable for Biddle because the
facts in Fine are almost identical to those Biddle case. The sit-
unation is particularly good for Biddie’s chances because Fine
was heard on appeal, and thus carries greater precedential
value than if it had been heard under original jurisdiction,

~.  In what was obviously a difficult period. in his time at
Stanford, Kennedy was forthright in his discussion of the
scrutiny that Stanford got from all sides — the media, gov-
emmental officials, alumni, and current faculty, He stated that
the hearings pertaining to the indirect costs charged to the gov-
emment determined that the charges “a series of expenditures
which were technically allowable — our controller and the
naval staff allowed them as so— but that looked as though the
government shouldr’t have to pay for them.” -

Kennedy admits that the confusion and miscommunica-
tion that was pervasive during the time period caused them to
remove many indirect costs which the university personally
felt were questionable, But this action went virtually unno-
ticéd by the media, which was so focused on the fact that our

c ity that could only be rec-

tified in a change of leadership,
One view of me was thatI waskind -
of a personal lightning rod and so- -

long as I was president it would
continue to be a heavy burden on
the university, including great pres-
sure from the Dingell subcommit-
tee and others.”

Taking a step back and looking

atwhere he is now, as a professor of
biology and a lecturer in earth sys-
tems, Kennedy seemns to'have been
humbled by the tumultuous effects
of the scandal, but remains far from
beaten, His resilience is to be re-
spected; he finished the interview
by saying, “I think [my decision to
resign] was the right thing to do at
the time, although it wasn't made

without a certain amount of regret

— but I am happy now.”

When questioned about the

immeasurable damage which the
university has suffered through the
course of the investigation, Presi-
dent Casper appeared both hard-

ened to the realities of the public

and governmental scrutiny which
was incurred in the past few years

and encouraged by the settlement.

as a tool for others to follow. He
stated: “The university has suffered
considerable damage — financial,
psychological, and effects such as

in the coffers of Stan-

- that some things do endure: R remains a ¢
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“T think that being asked to teach a course to freshmen or to sopho-
mores should be the highest honor a professor can get.””

— Dr. Martin Anderson

“I’ll probably get a million more than I should, but I didn’t make
the rules. I'm just taking advantage of them.”

— Reggie Jackson .

“The violent epoch of the 20th century was something more than an

accident of history, I would say, indeed, that it was a struggle over

" nothing less than the nature of man.”

— Robert Bartley
“A fool and her money are soon courted.”

— Helen Rowland

“The Clinton Administration has embarked on a regulaiory reign
of terror that makes a mockery of due process, as it de facto seizes
control of privately owned Iand in the name of preserving ‘wet-

‘lands,’ Its definition of wetlands is so expansive and elastic that a

suburban Iawn would qualify after a rainfall.”’

— Malcolm S, Forbes, Jr.

“In this tumult of change, one of the hardest things to remember is
tant force; civi-
lization is cumulative; not rebuilt overnight; work and merit
deserve rewards; progress relies on honesty and. virtue.”

— Robert Bartley

“The short answer is that the Malthusians have had nearly two cen-

- turies since Malthus first wrote about this supposed danger in 1798,

and they have yet to show any correlation between population and
poverty. There are, of course, densely populated poor countries like
India with 757 people per square mile, but there are also very pros-
perous countries like Japan wnth 814 people per square mile.”

—Thomas Sowell

“When I found out I wasn’t going to make the world better by being.
a lawyer, I decided I wanted to be in business for myself.”

— Summner Redstone

“I cansider myself some sort of liberal, but I don’t like where liber-
alism has gone in this country in the last 20 years. It’s become mind-
less — medallion-wearing and placard-bearing. It’s a cover also for
a great deal of resentment and hatred, these terrible outbursts from
people whose principles are affronted when you disagree with them,
It’s'a bad moment in the history of the country.”

— Saul Bellow
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ence in its admissions policy to the
children of alumni — euphemistically
“called ‘legacies’ —
long before it began
targeting . Aftican
Americans, Mexican
Americans, and Na-
tive Americans.
“Children of Stanford
graduates receive:
preference in choices
among applicants of
approximately equal .
qualifications,” reads
Stanford’s  Criteria’
Statement. “Children
of eligible faculty and
staff receive favorable
consideration, once again provided they
meet the basic requirements.”,

Each year, Dean Montoya sends aletter

. to prospective legacy students informing
them of the preferential treatment they wilt
receive in the admissions process. “1 am
pleased that Stanford is among your choices
and look forward to reviewing your applica-
tion,” writes Montoya. “In processing your
application we noted that you are a Stanford
legacy, and I thought this would be a good
time to share with you and your family how
your Stanford ties will be considered as we
evaluate your application.”

Montoya’s letter indicates that legacies
are admitted at aTate twice that of non-lega-
cy candidates, which means that Stanford ac-
cepts almost one in {wo legacy applicants
every yéar — a substantially larger percent-
age than the general rate of acceptance.
However, Montoya firmly declares that
legacy students are admitted based on their
own accomplishments, “We will not admit
you simply because of your Stanford family
background,” writes Montoya. “Should you
be offered admission, it is important that you
know it will be based on your accomplish-

Sktanford started giving special prefer-

Ed Malone

. ments.”

Preferential admissions policies are cer-
tainly not peculiar to Stanford; in fact, they
are as old as higher education itself, For cen-
turies, schools have practiced nepotism in
order to build a sense of loyalty, stability, and
tradition — practical goals in tjmes of mas-
sive fundraising, cultivated reputations, and
national recruiting. The school should not

" only be a place of advanced learning, legacy

" cies, “Tthink it sucks., Just becatise your'dad
came here doesa’t mean you should getspe-

proponents reason, but a way, of life. ‘How--

ever, crmcs of the legacy pmgram ‘contend
that it is an-unfaiy privjlege for the affluent.
Others voice concem thatStanford anid other
schools; for that matfer, sacrifice excellence
in order to accommodate legacy. stadents,
Congpicuously:absent from the debate: over
preference for legacyé students are campus
conservauves who take n6 stops at eriticizing
afﬁrmatlve action for mmormes

Competitive Apphcant Pool

Accordlng to the Dean of Adxmssmns,
James Montoya, 80 percent of those who

" apply to Stanford each year are qu; alified ap-

phcants However, only: 20. p@rcen{ of thosé,
who apply are accepted.

: challenges of the Umveml
"whio know, they 2 goitig to, be com

‘cr last year S. apphcahon pmcessi

inour pooly” - exp)samed Montoya in.

The huge discrepancy between the num-
ber of qualified applicants and the number of
“accepted applicants opens the door for myuch
subjechvxty on the part of the Ad-
missions Office, For example, Dean

class “our most academically talent-
ed freshman class in history,” despite
the fact that Stanford’s achievement
test scores and Scholastic Aptitude
Test scores for incoming freshman
have steadily declined since 1991.
"Due to this subjective power, people
often question the faimess of the ad-
missions process that on the surface

dards common to all applicants.
: Campus Opmmn

) " The Ofﬁce of Mulm:ultumhsm Direc-
tor, Sally Dickson, does not oppose the lega-

cy program in and of itself, but she sees po-

tential danger that those of lower socioeco-
noinic status are less likely to be the children
of Stanford alumni -and therefore are at a
competitive disadvantage before their appli-

Montoya calls this year’s freshman

lacks coherent parameters and stan- -

. are now, said Montoya.

Montoya also denies that the high ad-
missions rate for legacies is a result of lower
standards He theorizes that unqualified

) Iegacy students perceive “that Stanford does

not give as much advantage to legacies as our
competitors and shy away from applying to
Stanford, thus reducing the legacy rejection
rate.”

Concemmg the question of legacy ex-

_ciu;mty, Montoya contends that legacy stu-

dents make up only 11.3 percent of the fresh-
man class; targeted .minorities — African
Americans, Mexican Amerjcans and Native
Americans — constitute 18,1 percent of the
freshman class. Montoya suggests that the
small percentage of legacies in the matiicu-
1ating class means that “the program does not
serve toexclude acadenuca]ly advantage stu-
dents of lower socioeconomic back-
grounds.”.

“Certainly there are children who apply
who have parents who attended the Univer-
sity when Stanford was not as diverse as we
“But now, those
Mexican American, Native American, and
African American students who first came to
Sta.nford in the late ‘605 are secing their chil-
dren in the applicant pool.”

The OtherAfﬁrmativ Actio_«-

ed in order to make room for members of tar-
geted minority groups. Montoya insists,
however, that Stanford’s “concerted effort”

to recruit African Americans, Mexican .

Americans, and Native Américans does not -~
amount to preferential treatmeit in the ad-,

missions process or cost qualified applicants
spots in the freshmen class. - .

‘While Montoya continues to uneqmvoA -
cally deny that Stanford favors certain ethnic -

groups in the admissions process, he con-
cedes that the University. favors legacy stu-
dents.. Yet, campus conservatives conspicu~
ously remain silent about affirnative action’s
equally questionable older cousin, legacies.
Sally Dickson points out this fact. “[The

findings of Professor Troy. Duster] indicate -

that there are more people who have benefit- ~
ed from the legacy policy than froim affirma:

tive action,” said Dickson. “Yet, you hearlit-
tle criticism of the legacy program.”

The proportion of legacy students in the
freshman class is less than that of target mi-
nority groups combined, but it is greater than
that of any one targeted ethnic group. Thus,
legacies are the largest target group admitted
to Stanford. -Stanford’s legacy student ratio
does, however, remain lower than that of
other prominent

cations are evenread. “It’s notan uncommon
practice,” -explained
Dickson. “However,

if we’re talking about
equal opportunity, we
must ask, How does
this pohcy effect
working class stu-
dents and students of
color?” ’
President Emeri-
tus Richard Lyman,
on the other hand,
leans in favor of tak-
ing care of those in the
Stanford  family.
“[The pohcy] makes a
good deal of sense,”
said Lyman, “You're
pulled fin one way] in
leveling the playing
field for alt people

Dean of Admissions James Montoya is comfortable using students’
legacy status as one criterion in Stanford’s admissions process.

schools. The admit
rate for legacy stu-
dents at Amherst in
1950 was 55 percent,
compared to 14 per-
cent for non-legacy
_ students. Yale also
' has its share of lega-
“cies: roughly 14 per-
cent of the campus
had a parent go fo
Yale. Harvard has so
many legacy stu-
dents that they will
not release any data
concerning either the
proportion of lega-
cies in the freshman
class or admission
rates’ of legacy stu-

But you're pulled [m

_ another way] in respondmg to the mterest of

faculty and alumni who contribute to the
University.”

" Jack Lo, a freshman, disagrees with the
very foundations of legacy admission poh—

cial reatment,” he said. “Tt’s. _]usthke the mi-

" nority quota.”

‘A freshman legacy. studeut who ‘wished
torémain anonymous said he spspects thathe
is not qualified to be at Stanford. “My aca-
demic performance thus far has indicated to
me that the only reason I was accepted by
Stanford “University is because my father

 graduated [ﬁom.her‘e]m~1970.f :

*

“My own guess* -

~would be’that nine*thousand: or so [of the

145 610 studlents:who applied in 1994] havé
‘the ability to successﬁxllymeet Lhe academxck R

i Montoya’s defense of the pohcy

. Montoya szxys that legacy students must

‘be "approxunately equal” to other studentsto .

be admitted, but what does “approximately
equa]" mean" Does it mean that all legacy.
students have fo do is meet a baré minimum

standard.to be accepted while some of those

who far surpass this minimum are rejected?-
Dean Montoya insists that different academ- .
Jic standards are not- applled to. legacy st -

dents,

. “The cmena.statement tatks aboutbasxe :
fequirements of academlc excellence said-

' Montoya. “I a sfudént is notn the: compet-

itive part of the [application] pool, theirrela- .
tionship to [alumni mfaculty] isnot goingto-’
 have an 1mpact fon z\drmssmn]

Although Montoya is compelled by the
admlmslratlon to suppress information con-

_cermng the racml breakdown, SAT scores,

and high school and college academic per-
formance of legacies, he says that the Com-

miittee on Undergraduate Admissions and Fi- '

nancial Aid-(CUAFA) reviews this informa-
tiocn and makes sure that admissions
standards are not lowered for any group of
candidates.

" “The role of (CUATA) is to oversee the

.development of the [admissions] policy as

well as its implementation,” said Montoya.
“While T can’t give you those statistics,

' CUAFA will adequately determine whether

we are correctly implementing the policy.”
Conservative double standard?

. Mziny,‘cémpps conservatives regularly
oppose with Stanford’s affirmative action
policy, . contending that qualified Asian
American and white students are being boot

dents.

Dean Momoya continues to insist that
Stanford does not lower standards for any
group in admissions, but — aud this story is
getting really old really fast — the Admis-
sions Office cannot release any data con-
cening the test scores and academic perfor-
mance of these groups. His declaration that
CUAYA is watching himonly begs the ques-
tion, “Who i watching CUAFA?” The fact
still remainis that-theré is a huge applicant
poot that gives the Admissions Office much
feeway in admitting freshmen and that the
academic- ability of students accepted to
Stanford varies substantially enotigh for crit-
ics to ask if excellence is being sacrificed to
accommodate targeted groups of students.
Maybe there is no scandal, but the door for
speculation will rémain ajar as long as the ad--

i

ministration refuses to release data concem- i

ing admlssmns

Ed Maioneisa, Jmucxma_pcmng in politi

* Heis the news eduumf The Smn ni Réwew

What to do this week:

(1) Vote.

(2) Join the Revlew
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NSIDE FRESHMAN ENGLISH

 are being met.

Can J ohnny Write?

colloguially referred to as simply Freshman English

~— is an important foundational course which all
freshman and transfer students are required to take upon
their arrival at Stanford, Because
this program is a central element
of a student’s undergraduate edu-
cation, we need fo ask what its.
goals are, and whether ornot they

S tanford’s Writing and Critical Thinking Program —

The course series, as its title
suggests, is dedicated to enhanc-
ing the ability of students to read,
think and write critically, It
places emphasis on identifying
an audience for whom to write,
and assessing the impact one
wishes to make on that audience.
Students are then encouraged to
use this crucial initial assessment
to create a thesis supported by arguments. The arguments
can come from a variety of sources such as evxdence, as-
sumptions, or common knowledge.

Victoria:Markova

The program is designed to improve analyt\cal writ- -

ing ability, and all the components of the courie are tailored
to that end. For example, readings in Freshman English
classes are “intended to serve writing needs”: students are
to analyze them carefully, identify the various techniques

of persuasion, methods of argumentation, and learn from -
them. Most studerits are generally satisfied with this for-.-

mat, Freshman Bimal Shah finds that such an analysis of

the tools in ahterary texthas been a potent leaming instra- .
ment. Said Shah, “My mstructor, “Wendy Goldberg, s

doing a great job pointing out persuasive tachmques that

. authors use and encouragmg students to use some of

them.”
Another major ccnceptual basis for the Wntmg and

Critical Thinking Program is “revision.” This term refers .

not simply to proofreading and correcting one’s xmstakes
but to an involved process of “reorganizing, develppmg the
argument ona deeper level, and even stan‘ing from scratch

if need be.” Peer and instructor feedback is instrumental <

within the larger process of revising since it provides fresh-

- man writers with an audience, and a fresh perspective on -

the paper. One-to-one conferences given by instructors are
an important element of this feedback.

But how does one go about motivating students to re-
vise their written work? The Chairman of the Freshman
English Program, Claude Reichard, who kindly provided
much of the information for this article, offered an answer:

. students are motivated to write and revise “when the sub-

ject of their writing is related to their field of interest.” He
added that the “pedagogical idea” behind student theme se-

lection of Wiiting courses is that best results are achieved.

when “one feels invested in what one is writing,”

. In order to match incoming students with their areas
of interest, the University has.made a wide field of course
themes available through its Freshman English Program.
A comprehensive list of all the course themes js published
every year inan informative pamphlet called Approaching
Stanford. Students become acquainted with'a break-down
of course themes, varying from literature analysis to cre-
ative writing.and community service. The basic idea here
is to provide a “great deal of Jatitude in selectivity” but the

- descriptions are perhaps too cursory to adequately direct

hesitant students in their choice. -
Commumty Service in Freshman English -

One that thm 1 English program has
adopted to increase student motivation has been to intro-
duce 2 community service option that will fulfill the Writ-
ing and Critical Thinking Program.. Claude Reichard de-
scribed the Community Service Writing option as an effort
to “integrate academic work with real-world writing,” a
concept that has become more and 1nore popular at other
colleges. Students select this track before their arrival at
Stanford based on the information in Appmachmg Stan-
Jord.

A joint project of the Writing and Cnncal Thinking
Program and the Haas Center, CSW allows students to do
a community service project as part of their work for a
Freshman English class. The Haas Center acts as a coor-
dinator for the program by connecting interested students

with various nonprofit — and presumably nonpolitical —
organizations which need writers for their projects. Some
examples of organizations that the Haas Center contacts
are Planned Parenthood, Amnesty International, Catholic
Charities, the San Francisco AIDS Foundation, and
Friends for Youth.

tive way to accomplish the task of motivating stu-
dents, it has also sparked its share of controversy:
some students wonder just what cc ity service

‘While the CSW program is certainly an innova- -

addressed the the Freshman English courses in detail, the
‘Writing requirement “should be a crucial building block of
education, a critical stepping point to higher education.”
Students come to an institution like Stanford wooed by its
reputation and full of expectations. They are grasping for
knowledge and ready for a challenge. Dr Anderson sug-
gests that “if introductory Freshman English courses are
taught by the most illustrious and inspiring professors that
the University can offer,” students will be infused with en-

has to do with developing analytical skills in writing
— which remain, after all, the ostensible goal of the
‘Writing and Critical Thinking requirement. While

are reading contemporary liter-

students in regular track Freshman English courses .

i3 1 for leaming for years to come.

Tt is this iritial encounter with higher education that is
crucial for new students, but it is-also a source of concern
for many institutions of Stanford’s rank: For example, of
the 141 writing courses currently offered by the Freshman

. ature and nonfiction essays and -
writing collegiate level analyti-
cal papers; students in the CSW
are. writing newsletters, grant
proposals, and articles for non-

profit public service groups.

This - format may provide a
greater audience for student writing,
but can writing pamphlets really be as -
constructive as writing a standard En-
glish paper critically "evaluating a .
canon of great works? Claude Re- Lecturers
ichard posits that interested students 50%
‘who willingly choose to participatein
the ;program might benefit because

" Who teacheés Ereshma‘ _»Enghsh‘7

- Professors -
4%

Graduate
Students
46%

CSW.provides a stronger: incentive :
for them to write-by giving them an intriguing subject to
write about. Tt makes a difference if a student sees “an end
result” to his or her work, which is exactly what the CSW
track prov1des . ) .

Ifa student writesa successful grantproposal then the

: exposure to “real world writing” has the potennal of yield-

ing enormous resalts in ferms of prov1dmg students a visi-
ble “end. Emphasns is put on the fact “that in the real

- world writing is'not a-pirely autonomous act,” that. one

needs to leari to work with otherpeople: 'I‘herefore, many
CSW: projects are done in groups. .

Itis 1mpmtanl tonote that there are a great many op-
t.mns even for the student who has already selected tobe in
aCSW track. This student can still choose not to do a pro-
ject, or back out of one if uncircumventable complication:
arise. This flexibility allows “students a chauce to write

. outside the academic setting, where their work will reach

an audience beyond the teacher and will serve a purpose
for its readers as well as the writer.”

In the course of fulfilling their Writing requirement
through CSW, students may- write newsletters, grant pro-
posals and articles for the above-mentioned organizations.
This does indeed provide a greater-audience for student
writing, but the work is not always rewarding. Thereisa
difference in the challenge provided by writing a grant pro-
posal, and, that posed by simply: composing newsletters,
Both jobs involve thought about paragraph formation and
clarity, butthe idea of “end result’-— or the impact of one’s
work — seems to play a role in one’s motivation to write.

‘A successful grant proposal can be very enriching; but ac-

cording to sophomore Bess Kennedy, who worked with 2

group. called Consortium for Women, a newsletter often.

amounts to nothing more than “busywork.”

Judging by ASSU evaluation forms, Reichard dis-
closes, the satisfaction level expressed by CSW students is
generally high. Criticisms involve. “logistical complica-
tions” such as lack of transportation, chaotic communica-
tions, difficulty in locating organization representatives,
rather than conceptual problems with the track. Distance
from the academic setting, however, can also be deleteri-

English Program, 65 courses (45 percent) are taught by
thirty-three graduate students. Twenty one lecturers teach
70 courses more (50 percent). Only six full professors par-

. ticipate in the program, collectively teaching 6 courses (4

percent).
In other words, a substantial portion of the classes are

. handled solely by students who are currently enrolled in a

graduate program in English. They may be the best of the
graduate school crop but, after all, they are still students.
Dr. Anderson poiats out that since they are still in school,
they do not have the degree requirements to teach at an-
other institution - say, Harvard, However, they are
deemed qualified enough to teach at Stanford; moreover,
they are the ones providing that crucial introduction to
higher education for almost half of ali new students.”

Tyuth in Advertising

In the latest issue of Campus Report, Bob Beyers, a
former Chair of Student News Services, recommends the
publication and campus-wide distribution of a booklet de-
signed to inform students about what classes are available,
who is teaching those classes, and what qualifications
those teachers possess. Beyers would have every Univer-
sity course listed in this booklet, and a short description of
the instructor’s academic background and status in the aca-
demic hierarchy; specifics on who will be lecturing, who
will be leading discussions, who will do the grading, and
who will make up the exams; and a summary of the quah- -
fications of the discussion leaders.

n regard to critical evaluation, much credlt must be .
given to Stanford University President Casper and Provost

- Rice for making the issue of the quality of undergraduate’

education at Stanford crucial and pertinent. The appoint-
ment of a Commission on Undergraduate Education
charged with the mission of making recommendations re-
garding the improvement of undergraduate education was
in itself a profound indication of concern. For inappropri-
ate experimentation in education may be bad but compla—
cency is a pure crime.

ous in some cases. It is likely to generate circ e
beyond the control of the designers of the program and to
thelatter’s chagrin, possibly even undermining of the basic
purpose of Writing and Critical Thinking as Bess’ case il-
lustrates.

‘Who Are the Instructors?

Amajor portion of the difficulty of formulating an ef-
fective Freshman English program is the- problem of at-
tracting qualified professors to teach the classes. In the
words of Dr. Martin Anderson, a distinguished Senior

Frest English is conceptually very strong; in fact,.
it has the potential to be one of the country’s best. Perhaps-
if we made grading a litfle more competitive — almost 65
percent of students get ‘A’s for their work in Writing and
Critical Thinking — augmented the courseload to truly re-
flect the number of units awarded, and assigned tenured
professors to teach Freshman English classes, it could
reach this potential. Fortunately, leadership is very willing
to accept and consider outside criticism.

Hoover Fellow whose bestse]lmg Impa.rtors in the Temple

Victoria Markova is an undeclared sophomore.
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. is aimed at protecting them from the despohauons of unde-’

- ed telephone-PACs or the fact that

i fraud that runs rampant ang costs mil-
_ lions. Avoid your mail box in the first

. po shortage of photographs — doubt-

dents read under the rubric of “Property Protection” in
the Farm Almanac a launidry list of do’s and don't’s that

tected maranders. The list is helpful (to anyone incapable of
exercising common sense on his own behaif) and well-mean-
ing: keep your doors and windows locked when you leave your
room, store valuables out of sight, mark your stereo and com-
puter equipment indelibly, et cetera. These are words to live
by, to be sure, but the list neglects to .
disseminate the one piece of advice
that might arrest the biggest heist on
campus. The pillage, this larceny of
larcenies, has nothing to do with pirat-

some freshman just got a great dealon
the bicycle you have not seen in two
years, No, itis larger and more insidi-
ous, and everyone who is reading the
Farm Almanac is already an unknow-
ing, if not a willing, victim. Despair
not, however, for there is something’
you cando to protect yourself from this

Ryan:Bounds

week of December: don’t go after dark, don’t go during the day,
don’t go at all, Whatever you do, do not open the innocuous
looking, white, business-sized envelope with a retumn-address
at the Stanford University Bursar’s Office. Chances are that it

. is a bill for services neither rendered nor forthcoming. The law

protects you from having to discharge such spurious accounts.
You have, nevertheless, probably been accustomed to is-

suing your insanely hefty check with an alacrity rivaled only

by the enthusiasm with which the Provost and President have
been disgorging nonexistent funds to cliquish student groups...
This is because you have inevitably succumbed to an improv-

ident campaign of delusion, hyperbole, and misinformation
" that startéd before you had even signed on the dotted tine: Stan-

ford students enjoy one of the best educational environments
tobe had in the world} They lounge on a sun-drenched, library-
studded campus, rubbing elbows with Nobel laureates andem-
inent scholars by the gross! The scholastic opportunities are
endless, the rosy fragrance of academia permeates the air, stu-
dents sit engaged in scholarly intercourse with the most cele-
brated academics of our day, there i a professor for every ten
students! These are the “services” for
which Stanford students gladly pay, and
anyone who doubts that these ser-
vices are forthcoming needs look
no further than the photographic
evidence emblazoned on the cover
of “Stanford Today,” the Universi-
ty’s application catalogue!

Tt is true, the catalogue suffers

Iess spontaneously shot— of brightly in-

quisitive students and beaming professors
conversing in claustrophobic poses. The same publication de-
picts several Stanford classes, every one of them small and
looking as though the discourse is more littered with intimate
repartee and personal witticisms than with sounds of snores
and crinkling newspapers emanating from the last three rows
of 2 250-person lecture hall. The truth at Stanford, however, is

. that there are both kinds of classes, and most students spend a

dizzying number of their class-hours in the latter, never closer
to many of the celebrated academics with whom they pay the
big bucks to “rubelbows” than the darkened fifth row of an au-
ditorium. ’

This-is the fraud, the big swindle, the sham. The under-
graduate education of a typical Stanford student does not and,
in the current system, cannot center on the educational interac-
tion between him and the academic superstars whose names
and research drew him to this campus, notwithstanding the de-
pictions of the personal refationships of a few students and their
genuinely interested teachers that cram the pages of “Stanford
Today.” The publication that lures the applications of 7,000
hopefuls every year would be hard-pressed to satisfy common
expectations of truth in advertising, and, every time we pay our
University bills, most of us are getting fleeced.

‘What I mean when I suggest that we are being defrauded
en masse is that the University is not serving the very purpose
ofits existence, that it is defying the expectations generated by
both its reputation and its own glossy advertising, that it is, es-
sentially, relegating teaching, that age-old academic pursuit, to
the status of an afterthought in the professorial job-description

 scholastic settings. When this-did not seem

1 worked on research
projects under a professor
in my department for the
last two years without ever
meeting him, much le$5 . ing Freshman English and foreign

interacting with him.

— research is the currency on this campus. ¥ would hardly
make the claim that there is a shortage of stellar academics at
Stanford who condescend to stand before groups of students
and present a canned lecture once, twice, or even thrice a week.

- Rather, the professors who lecture forus default on every other

duty that inheres in good teaching: they are all too often inat-
tentive to the very students whom it is their job toinstmct, they
are regularly inaccessible to students who make icarian efforts
to ﬂush them from their laboratories, and

1

The Case of the Missing Professors

Every year when they amive on campus, Stanford stu-

rates of student professor interaction, and the professor needs
do nothing at all,

But what about the honors thesis, that mdependent work
that sets a student apart in this competitive academy? Certain-
1y there, if nowhere else, a student can define a question of in-
terest 6 himself and enjoy the oversight and advice of an in-
terested and highly experienced scholar— particularly at Stan-
ford, which is soteplete with them! Not necessarily. There are

they are generally far less i 1
in their students’ quests for knowl- -
edge than in their own research. In-
stead of being taught by those who
purport and are paid to profess, un-
dergraduates at Stanford University
are left too frequently to leam from,
interact with, and seek counsel from
graduate stodent TAs who .are
‘scarcely ahead of them either in
course of study or years of age. The
_ disheartening résylt s that an unac-
ceptable number of students gradu-
ate from this esteemed university
without ever benefiting from the
supreme tutelage of the academic lu-
minaries whose reputations lured us here.
Stanford undergraduates by the thousand
pay for high-powered professors only to get
medium-powered graduate students.

My eyes opened too late to the scam to
which the Farm Almanac failed to alert me.
1 came to Stanford University expecting to
be instructed in most subjects by the very
leaders of the field in manageably small:

tobethe caseat the outset of my Stanford ca-
reer, I was unconcemed; 1 presumed that the
large classes and pronounced paucity of in-
structors with the letters patent of supreme

Who's Teaching What?
Percentage of student's contact hours in a

course with professors:

| Freshman English

Phlosoph
History

Psychology

v cl emist

SOURCE: Campus Report, Report of the Committee on Evaluation of Teaching, 19758 -
s

0%

erudition behind their names were part of
being a freshman taking introductory class-
es...the glossy catalogue had wamed me that introductory
classés were large and augmented by sections led by lecturers
and graduate students. Iwas content to bide my time until Thad
advanced in my course of study and begun to participate in re-
search projects.  After all, “Stanford

Today” touts the “ease with which un-
dergraduates may arrange to work
with faculty’” and boasts that 86%
of Stanford classes have 30 or
fewer students. In my first three
years here, I had two classes with
fewer than 30 classmates (exclud-

languages, both of which are almost
never taught by professors or persons

holding 2 doctorate). Two classes in -

three years leaves me wondering where the rest of that 86% is
hiding. In all of the classes that I have taken at Stanford that
are nominally taught by professors (and the vast majority of
classes are normnally-— and only nominally — taught by pro-
fessors), in only one has the professor graded the tests and pa-
pers T have submitted, much less taken the time to learn my

- name or interest him- or herself in my education. At Stanford,

that is not reglly the professor’s job; research is the avocation
of choice and merit.

So, surely, the reader presumes, if T had taken the time or
had the motivation to participate in research in‘a professor’s
laboratory, T would have enjoyed all the collegial interaction
with academic superstardom my heart could desire, After all,
the glossy bulletin claims that “{e]ach year, more than 800 stu-
dents work individually with a faculty member of their
choice...” Butthat is not exactly true; students are always wel-
come to work under a faculty member of their choice — work-
ing with one is something else, entirely, There is a stark differ-
ence. I worked on research projects.under a professor in my
department for the last two years. without ever meeting him,
much fess interacting with him. Itis in the nature of the class-
naming system at our university. A professor oversees all the
independent research projects that are executed by his gradu-
ate students, so when a graduate student needs an undergradu-
ate research assistant, the lucky undergraduate signs up for in-
dependent study “taught” by the professor. It is a wonderful
system, reaily: the professor and graduate student both get free
research assistance, the University can boast extraordinary

27 honors students in my department, which boasts about 270
majors and 32 facalty members overall. At the first meeting of
the honors students’ seminar (yes; at Stanford, 27 students is a
seminar), the professor pragmatically counseled all students
still looking for a faculty member who might advise them in
their thesis to abandon the presumption that they could hope
for success in approaching a faculty member with an idea for
research that held personal interest. The professor advised, in-
stead, that the students approach a professor who happened to
be doing work in a field that looked interesting and ask for re-
search suggestions (i.e., to request the privilege of conducting
research on a question that the potential advisor wanted an-
swered, anyway). It was the answer that Thad been seeking for
the first three years of my undergraduate education at Stanford:
if you want to interact seriously with a professor, merely offer
to do his research for him and hope that he believes you worth
his while. Being an honors student usually satisfies the latter,
but not always. A couple of professors I approached in this
fashion failed to return messages within even two-weeks.
Anecdotal evidence only goes so far, however, in reveal-
ing the enommity of the fraudulent $100,000 education. Fortu-
itously, the Registrar’s office polls graduatmg seniors every
second year to sample student sentiment on the quality of their
undergraduate education. The most recently tabulated results
show that the.University and.its faculty are failing more than,
just a few errant students, The 1990 survey responses reveal’
that 44% of graduating seniors did not have “any sustamed
small-group or individual contact with a Stanford faculty
member” — nearly half of the students walking out the door
with a diploma had never had sustained interaction (not even
inasmall group) witha single, solitary faculty member. Anin--
teresting concept, convenient for research purposes: an educa-
tional institution where the educators need not associate with
the students. Even more amazing, however, is that some of the
students who answered n the affirmative to this question made
comments like the following: “[yes, but the professor] was -
very busy, and I often felt he had no time for me.” 55% of the
respondents in that survey could not identify three faculty
members who could write them informed letters of recom-
mendanon and 10% could not think of one. Such disappoint-
ing statistics show no trend to jmprovement: jn 1992, one third
of respondmg senjors rated the opportumues to work with fac-

contmued on page 10
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“be tolerant of the feminist

. nist programming, etc.), the

-, ‘professional life to come.

“forced to enter a course

g n 1991, the féminist influence on Stan-
ford’s curriculum reached its zenith

Myth #1: The Gender Reguiremient se- -

cures coverage of historically- 1gnored

svhen a university cc ion official-
ly revarnped the existing set of distribution
requirements and, in a move
unique to elite universities,
ushered in the gender course
to the list of requirements,
As a member of the first
class to guinea-pig the con-
cept, little did T know of the
struggle I'd experience: Far
from just forcing students to

presence: -on campus (ie.
‘Women'’s Center, Feminist
Studies Departiment, -femi-

university would require all- -+
students, beginning withmy -

undergraduate class, to ke & feminist -
course, or have their diploma withheld, -
Three academic years later, I have yet to -
fulfill the. requirement and'T still don’t -
This is my .

know which course to tal\e
story...

mates: Lleft dorm life and the polluted sea
of feminists, R.A.s, and other agents of po-
litical correctness, and moved into a living
arrang! with good: d, political-
Iy-incorrect, normal people. 1 looked for-
ward to completing my major, finishing
academic research and preparng for the

Everything

looked great.
through the final year — but the first speed
bump caught me a bit off guard! As1pre-
pared my study list, I suddenly remem-
bered I still had to con-
front the greatest politi-
cal challenge to my
undergraduate. curricu-
lum yet. The notorious
“gender” requirement —
the most ignoble of the
undergraduate  require-
ments ~— awaited me.

I would soon be

potentially incompatible
with rational, intelligent
thought. Having exper-
enced no other thought .
process, I felt emotion-
ally unprepared for intel-
lectual disarmament and
ultimately decided
against taking a feminist
course this quarter. AsInow attempt to pre-
pare for the immiserizing quarter in which
Twill fulfil the requirement, I cannot help
but challenge the merit of this remaining
prerequisite to my graduation.

After countless discussions: on the
issue with some of my more tame liberal
and feminist acquaintances (hey, ’'m a tol-
erant gay!), three major reasons for the
genderrequirement emerge as common de-
nominators: one, to study the historically
ignored contributions of women to aca-
demic fields; two, to dllow Stanford

Jack Glierrero

Entering- my senior year, I was opt- .
. mistic about. the- final stage of my under-
graduate career. I moved into my off-cam- :
pus apartment with conservative room-

Alas, T began the cruise:

contributions of

The first of the redsons’
that have emerged is per-
haps the most legitimate.
To promote the contribu-
tions of women to intellec-

~ cally good jdea— one that
only atrue sexist would
oppose. To accomplish
this fairly, however, the ad-
ditions must, first, exist
and second, really be “con-

siderations. are not met,

celebmled =~ 4n-idea that, again, only a

tual thought is a theoreti-"

. tributions.” If these con-.

sthen the so-called female.
- contnbuuons need not'be -

Sexist would oppose “Lét us apply. these-
- criteria to the gender requi

£,

the discovery; they should be explored Be-
caus¢ they arc important contributions,

Addinga genderrequuement like Feminist
Studies 147A: Gender and Science offered

_ this quarter, accomplishes absolutely noth-

ing. Ifthe contributions exist, they will nat-
urally be considered in the context of the
fields where they appear. Interestingly, the
contributions of women to different aca-

demic fields havé already been recognized, -
.esteemn of womer is preposterous. Tt would
_be more accirate to suggest that the gender

and many courses notfulﬁ]]jjigﬁhéfemhﬁst
requirement do cover the women’s per-.
specuve, even when theu‘ et is ques~
tionable.

The Cultures, Ideas; andValues (C1V)
curriculum is one example. All of the CIV -
tracks now include works by fermmgt writ-
ers, ind someé have an overtly gerderized
tinge.. A CIV track that studies John Stuart
Mill from the “women’s™ perspective, ig-

noring his miore important views on’ such -,
_things as property, can be considered to be="" "
inist i nature. Other gerieric-sounding -

“One " field that has 1guored the’
“women’s perspective in the past has been”

the study of westem civilization: -Histori-

cally, however, all the greatest thinkers of

Western thought have been male. So the
firstrequirement, that the women contribu-
tors exist, fails. Consider the great philoso-
phers, classical economists, and political
theorists that have influenced the develop-
ment of America’s democracy, or the west-
ern World's civilization. Whether for rea-
sons of culture or discrimination, the factis
that women have not been among the in-
fluential thinkers, To make someup, orask
a contémporary feminist writer to replace
the . would-be female -thinker of the time

does no justice to the study of the classical:

era. Carol Gilligan or Rigoberta Menchu
may be nice people, but they just don’t

Fall Quarter Courses Satisfying
the Gender Studies Requirement

Political  Science - 154: Feminist Theory:
Gender, Power, and Jusnce

Anthropology 147; Cultural and I ennmst
Perspectives on Theology

. Feminist Studies 147A:Geuder and:Science

History ZﬁSA: Private Lives: Public Stories

make the cut into the ranks of Thomas

Agquinas, Adam Smith or Thomas. Jeffer-

son! In the study of the great works of
western civilization, their inclusion com-
promises intellectual standards.

‘What about engineering or the sci-
ences? If women have indeed made con-
tributions to the study of say, Chemistry,
then those ideas should not be ignored.
But, like the fields of philosophy, if women
have traditionally been ignored, it is be-
cause their contributions never came, and
not because the scientific community is on

wornen to feel good about tt ives. and

ac ign tokeep wormnen in “their place.”

three, to improve friendly intellectual rela-
tionships between women and men at Stan-
ford and beyond. Each of these reasonable-
sounding objectives comes short of being
reached because many of the underlying
premises of the feminist requirement are
Tallacies,

Pz

More recently, women scientists have
made significant advances in science, and
their additions to the disciplines are, and
should continue to be, studied. However,
they shouldn’t be explored merely because
they were written by women, as if the gen-
der of the scientist somehow embellishes

;courses that do-not fulfill the gender re- -

quiremient are also stained with feminist
Jjargon.” Countless courses in anthropology
and political philosophy provide overtly
feminist perspectives.

These examples debunk the presuppo-
sition that the gender requirement is neces-
sary to ensure that all students receive the
women’s perspective on dcademic issues.
The fact is that many courses, some with in-
teresting and harmless sounding titles, oth-
ers as part of department requirements, fea-
ture these much besought, acclaimed fem-
inist perspectives. In fact, the days of the

. great CIV debates led the university to of-

ficially encourage professors and depart-

- ment chairmen across the academic spec-

trum to provide feminist and “minority”
perspectives in their comicula. Does this
mean that feminist pro-
- gramming has now been

. science curriculum?
. The suggestion that the
« gender requirement
- somehow  empowers
women to'be represented
- inacademic studyis a in-
deed a myth. Evidence
of their representation,
unjustly in some cases,
exists for counrsework
outside the purview of
the gender requirement,
The feminization of once
legitimate  coursework

without a gender reguire-
ment.  Whether the
“women’s” perspective is rightfully includ-
ed in.those studies is a separate, but equal-

- ly clear, issue. In some cases, this view-

point is either slanted, not up-to-par with
the standards of the field they hope to enter,
or simply does not exist.

Myth #2: The Gender Requirement
provides much needed self-esteem to
women

Perhaps the most troublesome of the
gender requirement’s underlying assump-
tions is that all women think the same —
namely, the feminist way. When I attempt-
ed to fulfill the gender requirement last
Spring by way of Religious Studies 008:
Religions in America, nearly a quarter of
the lectures were devoted exclusively to
feminist, gay, and lesbian- perspectives.
The “feminist reformulations” section ‘of

included in the computer .

would continue to exist ,

I, Jack Guerremlna “Different Voice”

the course ‘considered the feminist view,
against the Roman Catholic Church, Sure-
ly, the perspective didn’t cater to conserva-
tive Catholic womenat Stanford, much less

provide them with something of which’
-they should be proud. Nor do1believe that

Feminist Studies 138: Gender Power and
Justice would welcome pro-life women.
Therefore, to suggest that the gender re-
quirément someliow contributes to the self-

requirement provides campus feminists
with this pleasure. But their angry outlook
onithe world, manifested through the short-
haired, nose-pierced, cross-dressing nature
of some and the cultural revolution against

‘Society subscribed to by most, suggests that - .

_noteven they seem to be any happier about
- thieir,gender or themselves as a result of the
‘new requirement.

Stanford

Improvement in the relaﬁonship be-

tween two parties must work both ways. A .

misleading word for the requirement’s title,
“gender” applies to both sexes. A man has
his gender, and a woman has hers, and each
of the two has separate inherent gifts that
ar¢ complementary in marriage. The gen-
der emphasis of the current distribution re-
quirement, however, only works with the
third application — the feminist way. This
perspective is clearly at odds with rational
women and ali men. Itmay improve the re-
lations between normal men and normal
women who join forces against the back-
wardness of feminism, but in ali fairness, T
must include even feminists in the analysis
of male-female intellectual relationships at
Stanford. In this case, the objective fails
miserably.

I have yet to take a ferinist studies
course, or even a fuzzy course with femi-

nist tendencies, and I've tumed out just

fine; others have taken nothing but courses

Myth #3: The Gender Requirement im- ’
‘proves. male-female relationships at

among ‘the sixty-nine offered through the -

Feminist Studies ‘department, and they
have problems. The newly created victim-
ization does more to hamper relationships
between students than anything else. The
fact that only three students are presently
declared Feminist Studies majors indicates

that only about 025 % of students truly em- .
brace the coursework in any serious aca-

dertiic way.
The feminist requirement would do

" more service to the university community

by ceasing to exist. As far as legitimizing

-

once respectable academic interests is con- -

cemed, eliminating the course does very
little to rectify this situation.. But at Jeast it
frees students who disapprove of the feri-
nist dose injected into required CIV tracks,
dorm life, and campus-wide programming
to concentrate to a greater degree on seri-
ous academic work without the ferninist in-
terference.

A great feat now lies ahead ‘of me.
Equally challenging, though, will be a de-
cision to either drop rational thought pro-
cesses for a respectable grade, or stick to
my guns, refuse to be intellectually un-
armed, and suffer the consequences. My
academic year looked bright early on, but

until I conquer- the course, I will not rest.

easy.

Jack Guerrero is a senior strdying economics. He
is an opinions editor of The Stanford Review .
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SPECIAL INVESTIGATION

Failed Affirmative Action Admissions:

he purpose of Stanford University is
I ostensibly the pursuit of truth through
academic excellence. Academic ex~
cellence begins with the quality of its student
body: when admission to Stanford js limited
to the best and brightest
applicants that a university
can attract, then excellence
almost axiomatically fol-
lows,

For years, the Univer-
sity followed a race-based
policy of excluding certain
minorities from enroll-
ment. This policy was an-
tithetical to its mission, so
beginning inthe late 1950s
and early 1960s, Stanford
tummed to a meritocratic
admissions policy that was
predicated on equal rights

and sought to enroli the best quatified stu--

dents regardiess of ascriptive characteristics
such as race, gender, or religion,

However, something has happened to
the admissions policy at Stanford since the
late 1960s. It has given up the notion of
merit-based admissions, and replaced it with
the egalitarian notion of representative ad-
missions. This new emphasis goes beyond
the notion of equal access to assume that all
students are equal: instead of selecting the

. brightest students only, the University now

affirmatively seeks diversity as well. Like
some benighted deity that, in the allegorical
language of the Scriptures, goes about seek-
ing whom it should devour, the Office of Ad-
missions is now trying to make the student
body in the image of America.

The reality is that preferentially admit-
ted minorities are probably not as qualified
as their peers, but the admissions office dis-
torts this truth the way a funhouse mirror de-
forms reality: by enlarging some portions
and shrioking others in order to reach ac-
ceptable proportions. By lowering academ-
ic standards to accept large numbers of tar-
geted, preferred minorities, and then making
their test scores, admit rates and Letter
Grade Indicators (LGI) secret, the Office of
Admissions has effectively distorted our
perception so that, in its mirror, we see only
equal performances across minority groups.

But something else is happening, too.
The mirror is cracking from side to side.
Across American universities — including
Stanford, as I will demonstrate — substan-
dard academic performances by minorities
have become increasingly apparent even as
administrations try to hide the official num-

‘bers. The failure of representative admis-

sions is inevitable, for the seeds of its de-
struction are sown in its own false assump-
tion: that preferentially admitted minorities
will be as qualifiéd, and will perform as well,
as regularly admitted students.

Preferred Minorities at Stanford Have
Below-Average SATs -

According to Dean of Admissions
James Montoya, Stanford University does
not use race or ethnicity.as a factor in its de-
cision to accept or reject students; special ef-
forts are made to recruit qualified African
American, Native American and Mexican

Aman Verjee

race is not a factor in Stanford admissions,
and that “preferred” minority enrollees are
therefore as academically qualified as non:
minorities. At worst, this is a bald faced lie
concocted by an image-conscious university
playing a public relations game.
At best, it is a statement woe-
fully ignorant of the availability
of qualified minority applicants
in America,

Every top private univer-
sity insists that it accepts stu-
dents without regard torace, but
the fact is that there simply
aren’t enough qualified minori-
ties in the counfry to meet the
politically moti-

marice of miﬁority students on the SAT

- should more or less coincide with their rela-

tive representation here at Stanford.

For example, according to the Educa-
tional Testing Service, a Little over 1% of all
the high school seniors who topped the Stan-
ford mean SAT (1335) in 1993 were African
American, About 28% weré Asian Ameri-
can, and another 60% were Caucasian, His-
panic Americans made up about 19 of the
sample as well. One would therefore expect
tolook at the Stanford entering class of 1994
and see 1% African American and 28%
Asian American.

_If we consider the mean SAT to be ir-
relevant because it fails to account for varia-

infer from these discrepancies that preferred
minorities are consistently admitted to Stan-
ford with lower SAT scores than Asian
Americans or whites,

Mismatching Students and‘Systemic
Shifting .

The problem of minority students at-
tending colleges where they have below-av-
erage SAT scores is not only prevalent in the
nation’s top-tier schools: it is widespread.
‘We have already seen that the politically mo-
tivated demand for minority students at the
nation’s Top 25 colleges exceeds the supply
of. 1200+ SAT minority scholars. But the

vated demand for
them at the na-
tdon’s Top 25

- schools, which
typically require enrollees to
score atleast 1250 on the com-
posite SAT.

In 1988, nearly 100,000
blacks took the test. Just 116
scored better than 700 {out of
800) on the verbal component,
and 342 topped 700 on the
quantitative portion. Accord-
ing to the College Entrance
Examination Board, fewer
than 4,000 “preferred” minor-

Group

_African American

ity students (blacks, Mexican

Americans, Puerto Ricans and Native Amer-
icans) in the entire country scored more than
a 600 on the quantitative part of the test in
1985 ——a virtual prerequisite to a composite
of 1200. More than 117,000 white students
and 11,903 Asian Americans topped 600 on
the quantitative component of the SAT in the
same year, The complete breakdown by eth-
nicity is depicted in Table 1.

If every single one of these 3,929 mi-
nority students who scored above 600 on the
quantitative SAT went exclusively to a Top
25 school, there still wouldn’t be as many
“preferred” minorities in those school as
there are now. Stanford alone took 291 stu-
dents from its “targeted” minority groups
{blacks, Mexican Americans and American

Indians) last year; that’s 8.4% of all such mi-

norities who scored above a 600 on the quan-
titative SAT and 17% of those who scored
above 600 on the verbal component of the

SAT (our entering class is slightly more than

1% of the national pool of 1200+ SAT schol-
ars). When one considers that other élite
schools with normal 1200+ SAT admissions
reguirements also accept minority students
in abundance (for example, Harvard, Penn
and Yale routinely accept one hundred or
more blacks a year, and UC Berkeley alone
takes over 830 black freshmen a year) one
can readily appreciate that the pool of guali-
fied minority students cannot sustain the
huge demand for minorities, and that uni-
versities must admit lesser scholars to satis-
fy their quotas.

That Stanford in particular preferential-
ly selects minority students can be easily
demonstrated with an analysis of expected
values, If we assume that blacks do not have
acomparative advantage over Asian Ameri-
cans and whites in their extracurricular
achievements, application essays, and teach-

American stud but no preference is

er rec dations (and national surveys

given to the actual applications of those stu-
dents. )

Now, in my dealings with the admis-
sions office staff -— and with Dean Montoya
and Associate Dean John Reider in particu-
lar — I have always found them forthright,
well-intentioned and receptive. However, I
grow tired of their repeated assertions that

of high school teachers prove that this is gen-
erally so, though I would guess that blacks
might have better athletic records than other
ethnic groups), and that high school grades
follow a distribution broadly similar to SAT
scores (the 0.7 correlation nationwide be-
tween SAT scores and high school grades
bears this assumption out) then the perfor-

Table1 Minorities Scoring Over 600 on the SAT
. Verbal SAT

Math SAT

tions in the scores of qualified applicants, we
can use the minimum cutoff for any compe-
tent Stanford student. As of 1991, approxi-
mately 88 percent of Stanford students
scored 1200 or better on the SAT. We conld
reasonably characterize a SAT score of 1200
as the tandard of admissions for
a typical Stanford student; exceptions might
of course be made in extraordinary circum-
stances, but, in general, a student with an
SAT below 12001s not considered academi-

- cally prepared for the rigors of a Stanford

curriculum. Again, 1% of national test-tak-
ers who topped 1200 composite were black;
30% were Asian American.

The percentage of Asian Americans ad-
mitted to Stanford in 1994 was 27%, very
close to what was expected (although as re-
cently as 1989 only 19% of the freshman
class was Asian American). However, al-
most 8% of the 1994 entering class is black,
substantially more we would expect by
looking at the SAT scores alone,

(The expected proportion of Hispanic
Americans, who make up over 9% of the
Stanford population, is not clear. Because of
geographical factors, Hispanics mightapply
to Stanford in greater proportions than they
do at other universities; thus, we would ex-
pect them to make up more than 1% of the
class. A representation-as high as 2-3%
might be consistent with a meritocratic ad-
missions policy, although 9% is extremely

unlikely.) )
Something is radically amiss, How can
the black rep ion in our freshs

class be explained, given their representa-
tion in the nation’s 12004 SAT scholars? Ei-
ther blacks substantially outperform Asian

Americans in extracurricular activities,

write phenomenally better application es-
says, and get teacher recommendations that
are uniformly superior than those of Asian
Americans, or else SAT scores are not equal
across all minority groups here at Stanford.
We could know the answer for certain if the
University simply released comparative av-
erage test scores of enrolled students, but the
Office of Admissions persists in concealing
the data. Despite the lack of conclusive ev-
idence, however, reasonable people must

problem only starfs at institutions at the top
of the college hierarchy, where the under-
representation problem is most visible and
easily resolved by lowering standards to at-
tract and enroll minority students.

Most minority students picked up by
the top tier possess credentials that would or-
dinarily be adequate at a second-tier school,
though substandard for a top-tier school.
Second-tier schools also face political pres-
sures to meet quotas, but their appropriate
pool of minority applicants has already been
pre-empted by the top-tier schools, Corre-
spondingly, second-tier schools must in turn
pre-empt a lower tier by taking students that
would normally gualify for lower-tier col-
leges only. The process continues until mi-
norities at almost all schools are systemati-
cally placed in universities whose normal
standards they cannot meet. In effect, mi-
nority students are “shifted up” so that their
credentials. are mismatched with those of
their peers, and with the demands of the cur-
ricula at their respective schools.

There is abundant factual evidence in-
dicating that this shift has occurmred in our
colleges. At top-tier MIT, the average black
SAT score is in the bottom tenth of the en-
tering class. Lower down the ladder at sec-
ond-tier UC Berkeley, blacks have an aver-
age SAT of 952, compared to 1232 for
whites and 1254 for Asian Americans. Take,
a step down again, and third-tier University.
of Texas admits blacks with SAT scores arf *
average of 100 points lower than those of
whites. Even the U.S. Air Force Academy
(average SAT score: 1240} accepts blacks
with SAT scores as low as 520, but sets a
minimum of 900 for whites.

In fact, to my knowledge there isn’t an
accredited university in the entire nation that
can show higher entering scores for pre-
ferred minorities than for Asian Americans
and non-minorities.

SAT as an Accurate Predictor of Colle-
giate Academic Performance

" If we accept the assertion that SAT
scores for preferred minorities are lower
at Stanford and other American universi-
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ties than they are for whites and Asian
Americans, then the known success of the
SAT as a predictor of academic success
should tell us that preferred minorities
will exhibit substandard academic perfor-
mances. Essentially, minority students
are systematically being shifted from
schools where they could succeed to
schools where they are likely to fail.

1t is in fact a well-settled proposition
that standardized test scores are excellent
predictors of future academic perfor-
mance. On their own, variations in the
SAT score have been shown to predict
60% of the variations in a student’s col-
lege GPA; taken together with high school

true today for preferred minorities: if they
enter universities with substandard aca-
demic credentials, they will inevitably ex-
hibit substandard performances.

How can we expect anything else? If
a student with substantially below-aver-
age credentials is thrust into a first-year
class with students who are adept at ma-
nipulating ideas, have greater verbal fa-
cility, and superior problem-solving

skiils, he would doubtless feel outgunned -

and confused. Because the educational
process is designed for his peers, who are
better prepared for the fast pace, the stu-
dent is denied the time and attention he
needs to properly learn the material: he

schools like Boston University, Boston
College, Brown or Tufts, though not ade-
quate for success at MIT. In other words,
a student who drops out of MIT because
the pace is too fast is perfectly capable of
learning things in a second-tier school en-
vironment that proceeds at a less rigorous
pace, and where his academic credentials

are near the norm rather than near the bot- .

tom extreme.

At second-tier UC Berkeley, fully
two-thitds of blacks drop out, compared
to 25-35% of whites and Asian Ameri-
cans. Go down the ladder one tier to U. of
Texas, and the mean GPA for black fresh-
men is 1.97, compared to 2.45 for white

freshmen. Their grad-.

Table2 Mmonty Representation in Phi Beta Kappa 1989-93

Male

_ Asian American

grades, the SAT predicts college GPA
with an accuracy of 75-80%.

Many critics have claimed that the
SAT is “culturally biased,” thus casting
doubt upon its value as an academic mea-
sure. In fact, the SAT is a better predictor
of college GPAs for blacks than it is for
whites. In other words, there is no evi-
dence that a “cuitural bias” exists that
makes SAT an invalid predictor of aca-
demic performance. Insofar as there is
any difference between the SAT-predicted
academic performance of blacks and ac-
tually observed performance, the latter
has been slightly lower. In short, the SAT
exhibits no tendency to underpredict the
performance of blacks. Furthermore, if

we were to expect any group to suffer

Female Total  Exp.

will probably end up with a substandard
education, and will probably not make
honors.

Inducing artificial failure

What, then, are the consequences of
this pervasive, systemic shifting up of mi-
nority students? Minority students will
enroll in generally more prestigious uni-
versities than they are ordinarily capable
of getting into, and will bring with them
credentials less impressive than those of
their peers. Hence, they will tend to per-
form poorly relative to their peers.

That this is in fact what happens is
dramatically demonstrated-every time any
university releases minority data on its

uation rates are half of
those demonstrated by
whites. Even lowly
San José State Univer-
sity has a black dropout
rate of 70 percent.' The
problem is systemic:
nationwide, 74 percent
of black students fail to
graduate  after five
years, while about 50
percent of whites fail to
do so. Not a single uni-
versity has yet been
able to boast lower
dropout rates for affir-
mative action enrollees
than for legitimately accepted students.

Doginatists assert that these high at-
trition rates are attributable to pervasive
racism on‘white campuses. However, Dr.
Thomas Sowell points out in Inside Amer-
ican Education that, at UC Berkeley, 55%
of Hispanic Americans admitted under
normal admissions requirements graduat-
ed within five years (the campus average
was 60%); just 22% of Hispanic Ameri-
cans admitted under Berkeley’s Special
Action affirmative action program gradu-
ated within five years.

1looked at the figures for blacks, and
18% of Special Action blacks graduate
within five years, compared to 42% of
blacks admitted regularly. If indeed
racism is so pervasive, why is its effect so

_ Sid. Dev.

from “cultural bias,” we should
expect recent Asian American
and Latino immigrants to per-
form worst of all, especially on
the verbal part of the test.
second-generation
immigrant Asian American
children scored just six points
less than native Caucasians,
and beat blacks by a whopping
192 points, They actually
outscored whites on the quanti-
tative portion of the test. Mex-
jean Americans also outper-
formed native blacks on both
patts of the test.

Failure

The excellent predictive
value of SAT scores nation-

wide would suggest that any
university that preferentially admits stu-
dents will see those students turn in sub-
standard academic performances during
their collegiate years. That high failure
rates exist for preferentially admitted stu-
dents is in fact nothing new. This pattern
has long held for college athletes of all
races, and for years legacies at Harvard
were disproportionately well-represented
among Crimson dropouts. The same is

dropout rates or grades. At MIT, for ex-
ample, the average black student scored
in the top 10'percent of the country on the
quantitative SAT, but in the bottom 10
percent at MIT. Nearly 25% of blacks
drop out without getting their degree,
compared to just 7% of whites. Almost all
of these failures are artificial: the aca-
demic qualifications of minorities at MIT
are more than adequate for Top Thirty

different on people of the same
race and on the same campus,
but with different academlc
credentiais?

So H(;W are Stanford Minori-
ties Doing?

Stanford will not release
the average grades, test scores,
acceptance rates or dropout rates
of preferentially admitted mi-
norities. Oh, voluminous data
exists on how many minority
professors and students we have,
and how much discrimination
they face, but any hard data on
acceptance rates, grades, and
test scores of minorities is non-
existent. Even the Final Report
of the University on Minority Is-
sues in 1989 characterized this
data as “so confidential that we
cannot éven discuss trends,”

However, I have conducted an exten-
sive survey of Phi Beta Kappa class mem-
bers over the last five years in order to make
a guess at how minorities at Stanford are
doing. Phi Beta Kappa is a nationwide hon-
ors society whose membership is open to
Stanford undergraduates of all majors, No
more than ten percent of any given class may’
be elected to Phi Beta Kappa in any given

year, so admitted members must demon-
strate an extremely high level of academic
accomplishment in their major and in a
broad range of fields.

Election to Phi Beta Kappa is based
solely on merit. The academic records of all
students are reviewed automatically by an
elections committee, which then elects stu-
dents on the basis of the transcripts that ap-
pear before them, However, no names ap-
pedr on the transcripts, so the committee has
no way of knowing the gender or race of the
student on whom it is voting, Since PhiBeta
Kappans attain their distinction without the
benefit of racial quotas or gender-norming,
the composition of this homogeneously
high-achieving group is indicative of which
ethnic groups are performing well — and

-which are not — purely in terms of academ-

ic performance.

T obtained copies of Volumes 94 to 98 of
the Stanford Quad (which has pictures of
studenits who graduated between 1989 and
1993), and copies of the Froshbooks from
1986 to 1990 (which have pictures of all stu-
dents who were eligible for Phi Beta Kappa
between 1989 and 1993). From all of these
books, I gathered photographs of approxi-
mately nine tenths of the 743 Phi Beta Kappa
graduates of the last five years. I then con-
ducted a visval survey of the students,
grouping and tallying them into the follow-
ing general groups: African American; Cau-
casian; and Hispanic American. )

Problems abound with this procedure,
each of which could be solved if the Univer-
sity were to release official data, First, mere
visual inspection is not a foolproof determi-
nant of ethnicity, particularly since about
one third of the pictures were obtained from
medium-quality black-and-white Frosh-
book photographs; nevertheless, I am confi-
dent that, in over 95% of the cases, my tab-
uvlations are accurate. In addition, I conduct-
ed a survey last year of the 1993 Phi Beta
Kappa class which had the same method-
ological problem: to date, no one has under-
taken the same survey and come up with a
different assessment. I must conclude that,
though it may be imperfect, my tally is
undisputed.

Second, a dearth of minorities in Phi
Beta Kappa doesn’t necessarily connote
lower-than-average grades among all mi-
norities. After all, minorities might have the
same mean grades as other students, but
lower variances; in essence, fewer minori-
ties would be at the top or bottom of any
given class. However, every single national
survey I have ever seen shows that minori-
ties have higher variances in their grades
than non-minorities, not lower.” Unless
someone offers a reason why Stanford might

"be different, I must assume that under-repre-

sentation in Phi Beta Kappa means lower
mean grades.

As Table 2 clearly shows, preferentially
admitted minorities in general are signifi-
cantly under-represented in Phi Beta Kappa.
It seems that at Stanford, as well as Berke-
ley, U. of Texas, MIT and every other college
that has been studied in America, preferen-

-tial admissions has led to substandard aca-

demic performance for targeted minorities.
Conclusions

" By deliberately lowering its standards
to accept certain minorities, Stanford is set-
ting minorities on a course pre-destined for
mediocrity. Since academic performance
has nothing to do with skin color, students
who get preferential treatment in the ad-

continued on page 13
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Will the F’ Start Grade Deflation?

twasin the first few months of 1942 that the famous Amer-

ican general, Douglas MacArthur, upon being forced to_
bandon the Philippines to the forces of imperial Japan, ut- ;

- tered his famous promise: “1 shall return.” And roughly two

By Eric Jackson

and one-half years later, he did. But in his absence, the hap-
less nation, as well as the American troops stationed there, was
at the mercy of the Axis forces, It was only upon the retum of
MacArthur, and the advent of an overwhelming U.S. mvasmn
force, that order was restored to.the Philippines.

Some half a century later, history is repeating itself, but
in a most unusual way. The locale is not the Philippines, but
rather Stanford University, and the improbable hero is not
MacArthur, but instead the letter ‘B’ grade. Lunacy, you as-
sert? Perhaps, but the parallels are striking, especially when
you constder the actions of the faculty senate last June.

R By an overwhelming vote of 38 to 3, the body approved

anew grading policy which contained, among other things, a

. measure to reinstate the long-vanquished notation of “not

- passed” on a student’s transcript. Why did the vast majority

of the faculty representatives move to bring back the dreaded

failing letter grade? After all, one could argue that the Uni-

. versity had survived just fine in the two decades since the ‘F’

was discarded. But, amid a growing clamor of “‘grade infla-

tion,” the senate passed what i€ thought to be a rieeded mea-
sure to put a halt to the skyrocketing average letter grade.

The skeptical reader might, at this point, be tempted to
condernn the faculty senate’s actions outright if he or she did

- not place much credence into the existence of grade inflation
at Stanford University. And while it is admittediy extremely
difficultto prove one way or the other thathigh grades are eas-

ier o obtain at Stanford than they used tobe, a simple perusal

- of the percentage of letter grades' assigned over the past sev-",

eal decades mdlcatas a pervaswe upwa:ds splral in the medi-
an recorded grade, ™

Grade Inflation in the Early Seventies — and'prond

Letus stop to consider the letter grade distribution for the -
1968-69 school year, which appears to be a fairly good
indicator of the breakdown in the percentage of
grades assigned prior to the abandonment -
of the ‘D’ and “F grades. During that
school year, the letter ‘A’ was earned by
35% of all -students receiving lette
grades; ‘B’s were eamned by 42%, ‘C'sa .
19%, and ‘D'sand ‘F'sby 4% and 1% re-
spectively.

These numbers stand in stark
contrast to those of the 1973-74
school year, which came just two
years after the vote toremove the
bottom two grades from the tran-
script. (This is not to say that a
student could no- longer fail a.
class and not receive credit; if he
or she scored below a ‘C’ in a class, it
simply would not be recorded on the tran-
script or effect the student’s grade point average.) In ‘73-74,
‘A’s constituted a daunting 55% of all letter grades assigned,
while ‘B’s were 37%, and ‘C’s were down to 8%. Cleatly, the
dropping of the ‘D’ and ‘P’ grades lead to a substantial hike in
the number of *A’s given out, so much so that the mean grade -
shifted from a ‘B’ to an ‘A-* in just five academic years.

‘What can we infer from this?. Well, it was not unreason-
able to expect an increase in the amount of ‘A’s given outas a
percetage ofsall letter grades, simply because two letter
grades no longer existed at this point. Butby recalculalmg the
grade distribution figures for the *68-69 year to exclude ‘D’s
and ‘F's as a percéntage of all letter grades given out, we ar-
tive at the following figures: ‘A’s at approximately 36.4%,
‘B’s at 43.8%, and ‘C’s at 19.8%. In other words, the recal-

culated percentage of ‘A’s in 1968-69, adjusted for the elimi-
nation of ‘C’s and' ‘D’s, is still far below what it was in
., ‘73 74,

How Brmglng Back the ‘C’ and ‘D’ Affected
; the ‘A

. Having already seen that with
the expuision of the two lowest letter
grades, the percentage of *A’s given
out increased dramaticaily while the
percentage of ‘B's and ‘C’s both de-
clined, itis tempting to speculate as to
whether or not the reintroduction of
the deposed grades would have the
E ‘reverse effect. Perhaps by examining the
breakdown of Jetter grades for the year immediate-
ly following the restoration of the ‘D’ grade, 1975-76, we
canreach aconclusion. For the year in question, ‘A’s declined
to 519, ‘B’s and. ‘C’s rose slightly to 38% and 10%, respec-
tively, and ‘D’ marked its return with a measly-1%.

This raises-an interesting point: though the ‘D’ grade
checked in with only 1%, somehow its mere appearance co-
incided with a drop of 4% for the ‘A’. Any attempt to explain
this cannot be conclusively proven or disproved by the evi-
dence athand, but it does suggest a simple enough theory. Pro-
fessors, like the vast majority of human beings, are loathe to
hand out the most severe punishment available to them, and
thus they're reluctant {o award the lowest letter grade avail-
able to students. As the 1973-74 data indicate, with the ‘D’
and ‘P’ grades no longer a real option, and ‘C’ the lowest grade
available, the professors reduced the number of ‘C’s given out
to their students. This, in tum, had the probable effect of push-
ing all the marginal ‘C’ students (those who would have
eamed a ‘C’ on the old standards) into the ‘B’ category, and
the margzinal ‘B’ students into the ‘A’ category, while the num-
ber of deserving “A’ students remained the same.

In other words, many individuals got bumped up a letter
grade, except for those already at A Tevel, sxmply because
theyhadnowhem elsetogo. The neteffect of this upivard shift

in the average letter grades awarded has been to devalue that .

which was prevmusly themost sought after, and relatwely dif-
ficult to obtain, Ietter gmde thc ‘A’

’ Conclusmns ’

The problem with this pérvasive ratcheting-up in grades
i that the valug'of-ari ‘A’ is derived just as value'is derived
from any commodlty from its searcity. If more: ‘A’s are
awarded, they lose-the value that they had previously held:
Not only does a dévalued & provide an infetior reward for

. ‘the student who'works. Iong hours-and excels i hls/her stud-
. fes, butitalsoservesio SUgmattwthe ‘B’ grade; whict had—

prior fo the dropping of ‘F° —bcen a respectable dividend for
one’s efforts.

‘Whether or not one agrees with the nature and impact of
grade inflation, the fact is that the faculty senate feltittobe a

1most serious issue, and acted accordingly. And it is because |
they felt this way that the ‘F’ will be returning at the beginning "=

of the next academic year.

. What impact should the retumn of the “F* have on grades?
If the previous trends hold true, very few *F’s will be given out,
but the real effects will be felt elsewhere: the amount of ‘D’s will
increase slightly, and there should be anoticeable increase in the
amount of ‘B’s and — to a lesser extent— ‘C’s. In general, the

- grades awarded to students with marginal scores will be

knocked down a notch. The number of ‘A’s will be slightly te-
duced, helping to restore some of the grade’s former luster.

* As far as how profound an effect this will have in prac-
tice as opposed to theory, it cannot be easily determined. Mak-
ing sure that the use of the ‘F* is not merely a perfunctory tool
but a valid option for professors is not going to be easy: some
proposals of enforcement are given in the Winds of Freedom
recommendations on page 14 or 15 Nevertheless, one thing
is sure: justas MacArthur returned with much ceremony to the

| Philippines five decades ago, so returns the ‘F’ to Stanford.

At e

.
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EXPLORING PUBLIC RELATIONS

Stal

ng You and Me:

‘Stanford’s Reputatlon

once took a class where we read the diary of an

Eastern Buropean political prisoner who was regular-

ly. thrown.into a dingy closet lit by a solitary naked
light bulb.and containing only a single desk (surely mod-
eled in the Stem Hall style). The
prisoner (& la Midnight Express)
was then mercilessly interrogated
for hours on end. I filled the same
roli last summer. In my contact.
with peers, professors and the gen-
eral populace, I spent most of my
time shedding light (both good.and -
bad) on Stanford’s - policies,
events, and decisions that have
garnered recent press. Whether it
was the indirect cost scandal or.
our grading: policy, Stanford -
administrators have been unable to
generate positive press coverage
about our University, and the role
of a defense lawyer has been foisted on the student body
because of that deficiency.

Michael Meyer,

America’s pit-bull press is the most unforglvmg. the .

most -unrelenting, and the most damaging foe that
Stanford could ever choose to fight, but, nonetheless,
recent administrations have foolishly chosen t_o'chél]‘engé
the press by not playing by its rules. In tumn, that bad
press—— even if riddled with lies @nd hyperbole — is as
good as the truth (as any U.S. president can affirm)
because people swallow sensationalism like Jack-in-the-
Box hamburgers: with eagerness, reckless abandon, and
unguestioning faith in the content. This is not purely a
question of softening the damnation — that is a moun-
tainous task — but, rather, it is a question of glorifying
the legitimate asséts on campus, Can we notyepair a rep-
utation that sticks to us like the diagnosis of Attention
Deficit Disorder on a middle-schooler?

Clinton has David Gergen. Corporations have their
own public relations departments. So, where is
Stanford’s PR department? Quite simply, we don't have
one, or, at least, one that is effective. This void has facil-
itated sensational press coverage for years. Our resulting
reputation, in itself, probably means little to most people
at Stanford, but the side-effects of our poor reputation are
ponderous for all. Reputation in academic, professional,
and corporate circles eventually becomes “The Book” on
Stanford and manifests itself in such uncomfortable
places as interview rooms and graduate school applica-

. tions.

If there were a functioning PR department in site,
Stanford might not have performed such a swan-dive in
the college rankings; it might not have suffered such a
low rate of alumni donations; it might not have served as
the institutional whipping-boy for academics over the
last decade or so; and alumni whose only news of their
alma mater is through the newspapers might not be so
hard-pressed to cite examples of recent campus accom-
plishments when put on the spot. Yes, that is a lot of
“mights,” but the power of well-done PR should never be
underestimated. Good PR is the President telling people
that eight million new jobs have been created, when the
business cycle alone creates eight million new jobs with-
out breaking a sweat. Bad PR is Exxon in Alaskd. Good
PR is campaigning Democrats separating themselves
from Bill Clinton.- Bad PR is Stanford’s performance
over the last two decades. Good PR is making the
heinous sound palatable and the decent masquerade as
genius,

So, you ask, where has Stanford gone wrong, specif-
ically? Using the indirect costs scandal as a case study,
the mistakes in damage-control surface quickly and,
unfortunately, playing Monday morning quarterback
won’t fix — time has expired. Stanford has reached an
out-of-court settlement with the federal government con-
cerning excessive indirect cost billings that requires the
University to pay in excess of $1.2 million and drop its
countersuit. While many have declared this vindication
and exoneration, Stanford has not been declared innocent

in reaching this pre-trial settlement, On the contrary, both
sides have agreed to leave some. questions unanswered
for the sake of moving on. Also, Paul Biddle, the Navy
auditor who initially levied the charges, still has his pri-
vate qui tam suit on the table.
Dis ding the ic arg the truth
of the matter is that Stanford was guilty upon
accusation. President Casper put it best when he
said: “T think it is almost,universally the case that
comrections do not get the same play as the origi-
nal sensationalized stores. . . . The damage done
- by headlines can never quite be undone.” Former
President Donald Kennedy, who served as the
scandal’s fall-guy, concurred when he ‘told The
Stanford Daily last week: “If you compare the
prominence of the treatment of the initial charges
with this settlement, they rein dlfferent places in
“yout. *daily néwspa:.
per.” If only the
. daimning could have

lic relatioris department
had been in place at the
time the proverbial excre-
ment hit the fan, there
would be a'different. picture
today. As we look back, we @

should ask many questions, How '

did major media players get plcmms of Stanford’s yacht,
the inside of the Hoover House, and details of specific
purchases? Where was there mention of the fact that Cal
Tech and MIT were worse “offenders” when it comes to
the dollar amount?. (Bvén people at those universities
don't know that they have been the subject of the same
neurotic federal audit as Stanford.) Instead of Donald
Kennedy making indignant comments before Congress
(that left a bad taste in the mouth of a whole lot of agi-
tated alums; prospectives, and taxpayers) and enduring

Bad press — even if riddled

quotes that simply whined for the luxurious and coddle-
some status quo, failing to shed light on, for example, the
defunct policy’s. allowance for broad academic experi-
mentation, Isn’t there a staff to make sure that sensation-
al, “Hard Copy"-style crews don’t get hold of this infor-
mation? Where were the people who administer damage
control by releasing pure fact to counter the press’s
hyperbole? Was there any mention that there was actual-
ly momentum for an overhaul? The whole story never
got out, and Stanford’s student body was forced once

again to pay the price in the form of a mocked University

and ridiculed diploma,

The idea of public relations, quite honestly,, is not
understood by many members of the administration.
Donald Kennedy, who suffered the most crippling blows
at the hands of bad PR, proved this in his recent conver-
sation with the Daily. Kennedy said: “We [Stanford

administrators] tend to vastly
overestimate the effect of

fon o (o 4 with lies and hyperbole — s as (et be
had cut the legs out from - - g0OOd as the truth because people  idministrators think they
- under our reputation. swallow sensationalism like Jack-  ac so smart and appeal-
If a competent pub- ing that any public relations

in-the-Box hamburgers: with  iaining would be superflu-

eagerness, reckless abandon,

" and unquestioning faith in
the content.

ous? If that is the-case, then
they should all check out the
Nightline edition in which
Donald Kennedy was pulver-
ized by William Bennett. If their
ideas are so fundamentally sound and need
no salesman, can they explain to me why many Stanford
policies have not caught on at other schools? Or is it that
the administration ‘views ‘word on the street about
Stanford as irrelevant? Possibly, But if that were the
case, why do they always seem compelled to respond to
the different college rankings?

T guess they just don’t get it, When he related that
he has been at the receiving end of many jabs aimed at
Stanford during visits with academic peers, Law
Professor Robert Weisberg showed that Jte gets it, When

subsequent roasting at the hands of the reg ives,
reporters should have been swiftly diverted from the
scene of the crime and not allowed to snoop around like
beagles with a scent firmly planted in their heads.

In the public relations field, a single overriding rule
reigns during times of crisis: divert the press’s attention.
Granted, this is an enormously difficult task, but at no
time did Stanford’s lead PR representative, Donald
Kennedy, offer anything but indignant and arogant
words that angered when they should have apologized
and explained. At the same time, when Stanford PR
wonks should have been churning out stories on the
social benefits of indirect cost-driven research or shed-
ding light on the rampant abuses of this system in many
univessities, our. administration was utilizing esoteric
accounting principles to explain the fact that taxpayers’
money was used to buy flowers for some presidential
soiree —- does that make for decent TV. or newspaper
fodder? As far as the average American is concemed,
missiles and bombs are why we have taxes — not floral
arrangements “— and answering their complaints with
indignation and accounting theories hardly helped mat-
ters. The University’s performance after Paul Biddle
went public with his charges was dbominable and they

. couldn’t have made that many mistakes by chance.

The storyline goes much the same way with last
year’s grading policy debate. Stanford was attacked for
coddiing. students, not forcing students to make a timely
decision about their future in a class (i.e. less than the
nine weeks we had at the time), and producing a tran-
script that does not tell the complete story of successes
and failures. In many ways their criticisms were entirely
valid, but there also were many positives to our old grad-
ing policy. Was any off-campus person.exposed to these
positives? No, instead the general populace (and alyms
for that matter) were greetéd with snotty, emotional

busil invest heavily in public relations departments,
itis clear they get'it. So, if all these can people grasp it,
the concept of PR can’t be overly inteliectval for
Stanford. Ego lies at the core and so long as the
University believes that it is above having to market and
sell Stanford, our bad reputation will dog us.

A poeni I got in class the other day says it best. It
begins: “There are few proposals/ Bad enough/ That they
can’t be made/ To look good/ By a clever staff,/ Or good

enough/ That they can’t be made/ To look bad.” A simple

investment and a tightening of policy would go a long
way towards rebuilding-Stanford’s reputation after years
of neglect.

Better damage control is needed, but even more
jmportant is a consistent and cooperative PR department
that the press can depend on to provide honest and telling
information all the while holding the reporters’ hands. As
any business knows, keeping the press at an arm’s length
while still having its trust is the best defense against pub-
lic embarrassment, The press has two choices as it
decides on Stanford’s reputation — it can either improve
it or continue to blast it, so isn’t it good sense to please
the press? After all, the return on a good reputation is far
greater than the initial investment,

Remember, the next time you are forced during an

interview to talk about Stanford issues instead of talking
about yourself, keep in mind what that reputation is
doing to your prospects as the interviewer learns less
about you and more about your school. It's a game of
craps after graduation; can any of us really afford to give
the other guy weighted dice?

good and bad publicity.”

Michael Meyer is a junior studying. econoxmcs He is the senior
editor of The Stanford Review.
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The Content of Our Character
A Dream Revisited

friend of mine named Marie attended a
&bhc high school in inner city Toronto
tita couple of years ago. Shereceived
her rejection letters from Harvard
and Stanford at about the same.
time in April 1992,

She never really expected to
get in. Her 1570 composite SAT -
score was in the stratosphere, but
herhighschool grades were onlyin
the A- range: solid for her school,
but not spectacular. Her extracur-
ricular activities were decent, but
she was always getting sent to the
principal’s office for “disruptive
behavior”  Nevertheless, her
teachers absolutely adored her, and
their recommendations for her
were the best they could remember
wiiting in the Jast ten years.

.Some might argue that Marie has a legiti-
mateexcuse forbeing aproblem child, and fornot
being valedictorian of her high school: she was
abused by her parents (a drunken father, a speed
freakand cocaine addicted mother) from an early
age, and even tried to cornmit suicide when she
was 12. At the age of 15, she left home and had
to subsist herself entirely without parental sup-
pott. - o ’ :
I have ancther fiiend in Toronto named
Brian. He attended a prestigious piivate high
school in downtown Toronto, a school that
charges a ition of $12,000 a year. Brian also
graduated with an A- average, ranked in the top
fifth of his high school class, and scored a 1340
composite SAT. He won varsity letters in basket-
ball and track, ran a smail business one surmrmer
that netted $12,000, and sat on his school's stu-

* dent cotneil. His parents are both well-educated

professionals — one is a doctor, the other a den-
tist— and his reward for graduating with honozs
was a brand new, 500-series BMW,

At first, Brian didn’t want to go fo an expen-

sive American school — he wouldn’t qualify for,.

financial aid, andhe didn’t wanthis parents tolose
$25,000 a year — so he didn’t apply to any uni-
versities outside of Canada. Harvard; Stanford,

Yale, Princeton, Duke, and a dozen other schools .

sent hirm letters urging him to apply after he took
his SATS, buthe threw the letters away. After Har-

vard and Stanford senthimapplication formsand

waived the applicationfee, Brianrelented and de-
cided to humor his suitors. Whenhe got drunk on
New Year's Eve and failed to tum in his Harvard
application by the January 1 deadline, the Har-
vard admissions office extended the deadline for
his application by one week. Eventually; Brian
was accepted-at Harvard, Stanford, Brown and
NYU: e co A

Special Treatment - -

’Iheaitanuvereaderat&xspouﬁnnghtbe .

wondenng why these aspirants to our élite col-
leges were treated so differently. Well, Ileft out
one very important factor that impinges heavily
onadmissions: Marieis white, and Branis black.

Theoretically, this shouldn’t matter, butreal-
ity only coincides with theory in utopian worlds.
In reality, top echelon-universities all over the
country aremaking specialeffortstorecruitblack,
Hispanic and Native American high-school stu-
dents, Implicit in this practice is the notion that
disadvantaged stadents deserve a break over priv-
ileged students in the admissions process; and
since blacks, Hispanics and Native Americans are
uniformly oppressed, recruitment of disadvan-
taged students should begin with race-based af-
firmative action.

Aman:Verjee

The architects of this policy have the best of

intentions: to provide one of America’s gn:atmt
benefits — a top-notch private education—to a
disenfranchised group of indi-
[ viduals. But the examples of
these two applicants demon-
strates how far affirmative dc-
tion really is from giving dis-
advantaged students a break.
Brianisapassionate defend-

insisting: “Even if 1 have
mioney, my race is and has
- "been oppressed. The legacy
of slavery in America will al-
ways keep me so.” Brian
adds, “As a visible minority,
‘Aman, you are a victim of
racism as well.”” Oddly, Brian
can'trememberasingleinstance of racism thathe
haseverhadtoconfront. Hehasneverbeencalled
“nigger,” has gotten into the best schools, and
drivesthe bestcars, Hehasneverbeensingled out
and stopped by police, and store clerks are “al-
ways very polite” tohim when he goes shopping.
‘“But,” he says, “my ancestors were stripped of
their Jands and their liberty by men who claimed
to be living exemplars of the Rights of Man.”
Ican’t even remember the last time Marle
used awoxdhkc‘ ‘exemplar” in casual conversa-

tion; the crowd she runs with snnply doesn’t use

that kind of language.
The Case of Southeast Asians

‘We have come a long way in America, cer-
tainly far enough that the color of one’s skin does-
u't always coincide with being disadvantaged.
Certainly, there are individual instances of disad-
vantaged whites and privileged blacks, such as
the exarple of Marie and Brian, but there are also
broad ¢ategories of disadvantaged people ‘who
have been arbitrarily excluded from preferential
treatment in our admissions process.

For example, if the puzpose of our policy is
to remedy past discrimination, then shouldn’t
Polesin Chicagoreceive special treatment? How
dbout the Irish from Boston? And why does Stan-
ford accord a preference to Mexican Amencans
butnot to PuertoRicans? .

Many groups have fallen through the cracks
inour multicultural house of cards, butnone more

* 5o than Southeast Asians, More than 30 percent

of all Southeast Asian households in the nation
now depend on welfare for stirvival, compared to
8 percent of households nationwide and 24 per-

cent of black households; worse still, as much as*
“77 percent of Cambodians and Lactians in Cali-

fomia are on welfare. A-vastpertion of this pop-
ulation’ includes refugees from Vietnam, three

- quarters of whomhaveless than ahigh-schooled-
ucation and only alimited proficiency in English. -

Evenafteradecadeinhe United States, one quar-

" ter of Viemamese refugees are on welfare, -
However, the admissions policy at Stanford -

—and at other American universities — classi-
fies Southeast Asians simply as “Asian’ Ameri-
cans,” thereby disfavoring them for blacks, His-
pavics and Native Americans. The success of
Asian American entrepreneurs and professionals
has fostered an image of a “model minority” —
an ostensibly better educated, more affluent and
stable segment of the population — which has
precluded them from receiving special treatment
in our admissions process, butevidence abounds
that Asian Americans in general may not be as
well off as many think. Their median per-capita
income is $10,500, compared to $12,000 for
whites. For every Asian family making more

er of preferential treatment, .

than $75.000, pbe_réfs another one making under.
$10,000. For every Asian American with a col; ;

legedegree, there’s another oneolder than 25 with
less than a high school diploma. And for every
Asian American scientist or engineer, there’s an-
other one making minimum wage.

“The Flite Minarities in College: ‘Oppressed?
vs. ‘Disadvantaged’:

Conversely, many of the beneficiaries fa-
voredby affimative action by virtue o being ‘op-
pressed’ are not ‘disadvantaged.” There is a sub-
tle difference: being ‘disadvantaged’ connotes
dealing with tangible burdens to an education. It
canbe a product of a leaming dysfunction, a bro-
ken family, a single-parent family, uneducated
parents,orevenpoverty—all of whichhavebeen
found to correlate negatively with academic suc-
cessincollege.

‘Oppression’ apparently requires none of

these objective burdens: one can be oppressed by.
virtue of lineage, but face no real obstacles in ob--

taining an education. If one were to control for
factorslikeincome, number and education of par-

ents and the quality of residential schools, race -

plays afairly small—and sometimes anevenin-
significant—role in academic success. And yet,
by virtue of being ‘oppressed,” a student might

gain special favors inrecruitment by — and even -

admission to-—the top universities in the world,

- The implication then'is that an affirmative |
- enceoverdisadvantaged whites and Asian Arner-

action policy. designed to help, ‘oppressed’ mi-
dents. Asurvey ofp dly ddmitted sti-
dents at UC Berkeley indicated that the mean
family income of black students there s $49,000,
well above the median family income in Ameri-
caof $32,000. Evidently, the kind of student that
benefits from affirmative action is not the inner-
city, welfare-mom, latchkey kid that wé normal-

1y assume fo be the beneficiary of special treat-

ment: Ttisthe two-parent, upper-middle class mi-
nority kid who reads- about ghetto-ization in the
newspapers, and volunteers at the local soup

- kitchen, but-doesn’t have to personally face the
-problems faced by poverty-stricken minorities
+ and non-minorities alike,

Stanford won'’t release mean: family in-
comes forrinoritiesat our university-—sarprise,
surprise-— but anecdotal evidenoe abounds. Ina

" Public Policy 105 class last spring, the professor

conducted an unofficial survey of the incomes of
all thirty-odd students, about eleven of whom

were minorities. The median family for the class -

was almost $100,000; only three students carein
under $30,000. Those insisting that minorities at
Stanford are typically ‘disadvantaged’ products
of the ghetto might find a walk by Ujamaa’s park-

norities doesn’t necessarily help ‘disadvantaged” .

inglotoneeveninginstructive; thelast time Iwent
through it, I counted no less than nine cars witha
blue book value in excess of $20,000.

The Alternative: Sodoecbnonﬁc Affirmative
Action

' It time that Stanford altered its affirmative
action to address the needs of legitimately needy
students: replaced the ‘oppressed’standard witha

_ ‘disadvantaged’ standard. In other words, elimi-

nate the noxious box on the application that asks
students for their race (remember when the Nazis
did the same thing?) and offer special preference
for all students of low socioeconomic class with-
out regard torace.

Such a policy would be easy to implement.
The apparatus is already there: Stanford makes
exhaustive surveys of students’ financiat back-
ground in order to detennine financial aid status,
Using this information, the admissions office
could easily extend specml courtesies to legiti-
mately disac ged i.e. studentscom-
ing from backgrounds of povesty, single-parent
families, or uneducated families.

Socioeconomic affirmative “action tacitly
admits that standardized test scores and grades do
notoffer acomplete picture of a student, and sub-
sequently comects for distortions based on legiti-

mate obmaclés tﬁat are-proven to conelate nega-
tively with test soores. It also solves the problem
of advantaged minorities getfing special prefer-

icans —a paradox that exists because in today’s
socially mobile America, most of the barriers that

" minorities once faced have been obliterated.
- Such a policy would continue to bring minorities

to campus since minorities are statistically poor-
erthan whites; but it would do so legitimately by
focusing on those in straitened circumstances

to a wealthy élite of minorities.
Onee we concede that socioeconomic stams

is more relevant than race in telling us about the 3
 obstacles a student must face, we can use it tore-

place race as the primary informative factor in the
admissions process. Such a move would finally
undo the implicit assumption in the admissions
policy that race is a descriptive and relevant char-
acteristic, not an ascriptive and incidental charac-
teristic of the nature Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr,,
once dreamt it would become for his four chil-
dren,

Aman Verjee is a senfor studying public policy and
economics, He is the editor-inchief of The
Stanford Review .
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.already availed themselves of the services of the
University’s Career Planning and Placement Center in
order to get a head start. However,- many students have

By Thorvin Anderson and Curt Hallaway

raised complaints over several of the intemships offered by
the center and have expressed concerns over the equity of
many programs targeted specifically for minority students.

Such programs like the Sponsors for Educational Op-
portunity (SEO), a program which provides minority stu-
dents internships on Wall Street, and Inroads, which em-
phasizes careers in business, provide minority students
with opportunities to receive highly sought after intern-

_ ships with major U.S-companies. Although such programs”’

are designed to aid minority students, many on campus
have questioned their validity; some students wonder if
they give needy minority students a helping hand, or
whether they serve as a form of institutionalized reverse
discrimination by providing an unfair disadvantage to ca-
pable students who are not eligible to receive such intern-
ships. -

“I think it [the internship program} should target the
best individuals for the job,” asserted sophomore Bob Sei-
del, adding that merit ought to be the criterion by which in-
terns are chosen,.not on the basis of race;, color, creed or
sex. Goutam Chatterjee aiso advocates limiting the mi-
nority focus of internship recruitment to securing a partic-
ipant pool that is 50% or Iess minority. “If [the minority
level] is below 50%, it’s all right,” Chatterjee states,

‘Vanessa Batia, who intemed last summer with the invest-
ment banking firm of Goldman Sachs under the SEO program
disagrees with the complaints leveled against such minority
programs, arguing thatit is necessary to expose minorities who

otherwise wouldn'thave an opportuity to see the different op-,

tions fields first hand, “The goal is to try to bring in students

who wouldn’t normally be exposed to different career oppor- -

tumues,” says Batia, “T wasn't looking into mvestment bank-
ing before [ got my intemnship.”

Batia goes on to add, “In the past there has deﬁmter been
an *old boy’ network. This program doesn’t necessatily com-
pensate, but it allows stidents to form support networks,
Many alumni out there working now, woilda’t be there if it

were not for progranis like SEO. 1 had a really good expen— ’

ence. I would most defi-
nitely recommend SEO:

it’s a very high caliber

program.” *

Laura Chan, the
head of the SEO pro-
gram at Stanford,
supports the pro-
gram, stating that
there is a strong de-
mand on campus for
such programs, and.
that internships such as
SEO or Inroads help
out students that would
otherwise: be" over-
looked. “We have had a*
1ot of people intérested in -
the program. We even havefreshinen coming in and asking
about the program,” says-Chan, estimating the iumber of
prospecuve applicants to be “in the hundreds.” .~ "’

Chan also adds that the programs are funded by outside,
1ndependent sources, and are not funded through the CPPC
itself. “Thé (SEO) program itself is national, riot just based
on campus. The CPPC doesn’t fund the program, but we
do help organize it on campus. We usually try to targét mi-
nority groups on campus, Asian Aierican, African Amer-
ican,-Native Amencan, and ‘Chicario Latinos.”

Stanford has had a long history'of involvement in mi-
nority outreach programs. The University has worked with

-employers to address the alleged problem of under-repre-

sentationi in Job fields thmugh mentoring programs for fe-

“Letters are sent ads are placed
in'campus newspapers and
presentations are made, yet the
numbers of applicants are small.
Many ethnic minority and women-
students fall to consider certain
career paths Iargely becauseof a.
" “lack of role models,” said Al

Levm, assistant director for
" career recourses at the CPPC

Employer Discrimination at the CPPC

. * s the time draws near for many students to start
searching for jobs, many Stanford students have

male engineering students, minority internship programs,
pre-professional student organizations, and the Career
Shadow Program: Diversity of Opportunities, which al-
lows students to spend a day with a professional whose
gender, skin color or disability makes him or her unusual
in a particular job field.

In an interview \Vtth Campus Report, Al Levin, assis-
tant director for career recours-
es at the CPPC, who works with
both recruiters and students, ex-
plained the necessity of minori-
ty programs, saying, “employ-
ers are often at a loss to under-
- stand why these students do not

pursue’ career opportunities
with their organizations.”
“Letters are sent, ads
are placed in campus newspa-
pers and presentations are
made, yet the numbers of ap-
plicants are small. Many eth-
nic minority and women stu-
dents fail to consider certain ca-
“reer paths largely because of a
lack of role models,” said Levin,
adding that many sought-after students almost literally
can’t see themselves in such fields.

However, with an ever-shrinking job market, and the
prospects of finding a job becoming ever smaller, one
must wonder if it is fair for minority students to. have an
advantage over many qualified non minority students. Es-
pecially considering that these' programs are the only in-
ternships that many companies offer, and that the éxperi-
ence gained and the contacts made will virtually ensure
job placement upon matriculation. At a time when Stan-

»ford University is inundated by various debates over eth-

nic center funding, and ethnic studies programs, itis a time -
when the University. must re-evaluate its commttment to .
multiculturalism, - .

Verjee
continued from page 9

missions process because of their pigmentation will find
themselves handicapped in the classroom, where merit and
ability are manifestly important. We should seriously re-
consider our admissions priorities if we are to ensure ap-
propriate educations for all Stanford students. We could
begin by re-emphasizing objective, proven measures of
academic worth, particularly SAT scores and high school

'GPAs, and stop rationing places in our entering class by -

race, Ideally, Stanford should move to a meritocratic ad-

_ missions policy that doesn’t use quotas. The composition

of the freshrian class would probably look something Tike
this: 1-2% blacks, 2-3% Hispanic Americans, 28-30%
Asian Americans, and well under 1% American Indian.

I am not arguing that preferentiaily admitted minori-
ties at Stanford are not qualified to attend college; ¥ am ar-

guing that they are being mismatched with the particular

institution that they are ding. 'Most of the acad
failures of minority students in America can be attributed

. to the systematic mismatching of institutions, and canbe -

predtcted beforehand by lookmg at SAT scores and high
school grades.

We should not délude oufselves into thinking that by
tirning down unqualified minority applicants, we are de-
priving them of a good education. The kind of student that

- .gefsan affirmative action place at Stanford would com-
" fortably score a place at excellent institutions of higher

learning whiere their skills are appropriate:tothe curricu:

lum." The fact that Stanford is ranked. hlgher than, say,. .

Bennin gton, doesn t mean that it wifl necessaniy provide

_a better edication for- every siiigle student leavidg high~

school. -For example, the economics- -progiam at:Stanford

Tn fact, there is abundant evi

- cent of “prefers

4 student’ w1thout a‘remark:

e that students who
are, properly matched with lesser known institutions fre- - .

q‘uently' outperfdrm' graduates of top-ranked schools like
Stanford. For example, over the last twenty years, 40 pex-
" minority students who went to Harvey
Mudd College went on to eam a Ph.D, — only 10 percent
of those with similar test scores who went to Berkeley have
Ph.D.’s. Arecent survey of the deans of America’s top law

_ schools showed that minority graduates of Davidson Col-

lege were rated higher than minority graduates from Duke,
UCLA, and most of the Tvies. ‘And the average MCAT
score of a black Franklin & Marshall medical school ap-
plicant exceeded the black average at Dartmouth Penn,
Northwestern or UC Berkeley

The point is that certain kinds of students can'get bet-
ter educations at second tier institutions then they can in the
Top Ten. Prestigious-institutions acquire their academic
prestige through scholarly research, often at the expense of
undergraduate teaching; precociously brilliant students
may thrive in alarge research university, but students with-
out extensive high school preparation and outstanding aca-
demic qualifications might well fare better at teaching in-
stitations like Harvey Mudd or Franklin & Marshall,

Aman Verjee is a senior studying public policy and economics. Heis
the editor-in-chief of The Stanford Review . .
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Winds of Freedom Foundation:

unded in the 1993-94 academic year,
‘Winds of Freedom is a joint project of
The Stanford Review and the
Intercollegiate Studies Institute. It consists
of students, alumni, faculty, administrators,
and Hoover Fellows dedicat-
ed to restoring a traditional
liberal arts education to
Stanford. .

Over the summer, Winds
of Freedom surveyed over
20,000 alumni on issues rang- .
ing from diversity to the
University’s anti-free speech
code. The results were aston-~
ishing. On a number of
issues, a vast majority of
Stanford alumni disagreed
with  University  policy.
Alumni were most vocal in
opposing Stanford’s abolition
of the Western Civilization requirement,
imposition of an anti-free speech code, and

segregation of races into ethnic theme
" domms. Nearly all alurani were concemed
with the general direction of the University
and with our recent tumble in the academic

. standings in particular. .
‘Winds of Freedom has formulated four
recommendations, adapted for the 1990s,
that address alumni concerns by secking to
bring the strengths of a liberal arts education
back to our curriculum and our campus. To
this end, we offer the following recommen-
dations: :

1. Take Steps fo Sﬁ)p Grade inflation

Much of the recent debate concerning
University grading policy has centered
around the question of: “When will we
bring back the ‘F’."" The retum of failing
grades is certainly a small victory for those
in favor of a fair and accurate grading sys-

“tem, but we feel that the real question should
be: “When will we bring back the ‘C?
After all, the °F’ is likely to be of little real
valtie, limited to a minuscule portion of all
grades while ‘A’s and ‘B’s continue to be
much over-represented. -

Eric Jackson’s article on Page 10 points
out the tremendous overall inflation in stu-

-dent grades since the late 1960s. .Indeed, a
recent survey indicated that ‘A’s constitute
35 percent of all grades given to undergrad-
uate students in the last 20 years, and fully
48 percent of all letter-grades during the
same time: - ‘B’s make up 28 percent of
grades at Stanford, and ‘C’s and ‘D’s con-
tribute just 8 and 1 percent respectively.
When the grides of graduate students is

. included, the portion of ‘A’s rises to 57 per-
cent; “B’s make up a further 36 percent,
leaving just 8 percent for the lower grades.
‘Without a doubt, the distribution of grades is
ridiculously skewed at Stanford, as it is at
other prestigious institutions of higher leam-
ing. .

. -While cument ‘students undoubtedly
fear that efforts to lower the “pivot” point
from a low ‘A’ will increase their workload
and stress Jevels, recently graduated alumni
recognize that grade inflation has caused a
tremendous amount of damage to the true
spirit and effectiveness of academic grades.
A grade of an ‘A’ is meant to be a distinction,
not 3 rubber stamp. Tt is meant to recognize
real talent and effort in a certain subject.

. Like the Holy Grail, it is supposed {o be
attainable only by those who make them-
selves better by attaining it.

However, words like “distinction” and
“greatmess” and “with honors” carry sub-

Adam Ross

stantially less meaning when almost haif of
the class receives the same grade. When an
average student who puts in an average
effort is able to come away with the same
grade as a talented student who works much

Aman Verjee

harder, then the effort of the serious student
is cheapenéd, and his incentive to succeed is
marred.

With no ‘F’ and so many ‘A’s at
Stanford, students are being told that failure
brings mo sanction, success virually no
reward, and mediocrity at least a respectable
shot at the once-distinguished ‘A’. If failure
is abolished then success — its opposite —
cannot be legitimately recognized, any more
than a meaningful ‘heads’ can be flipped
from a one-sided coin, And when truly tal-
ented and industrious students are withheld
their due acknowledgment, and mediocre
students are saved from castigation and
propped up as “victims” instead, then
what does hard work bring that lazi-
ness and sloth does not?

Furthermore, grades in the
job market follow the laws

of supply and demand as in the last 20 years, and fully 48 percent of placcatStnford.
well as any commodity. - i i ‘B’ The ideal we
With Ay 5o susily all letter-grades during the same time. ‘B’s sk s plhrtbus

obtained, is it any won-

der that its value has
diminished considerably

in the last 20 years?
Employers and gradvate
schools used to be
accustomed to an ‘A’
grade that distinguished

the top fifth or tenth of a
class, However, now an

‘A’ conveys only that the
recipient stood in the top half of

his or her class. As the informational
value of grades becomes decidedly dimin-
ished, employers and graduate schools
might increasingly. suspect- the - academic
qualifications of an “A-student,” and accept
or hire stadents from other schools whose
transcripts are more ftrustworthy, This
directly hurts Stanford students who work
hard and are qualified to meet certain tasks,
but who miss opportunities because infor-

mation is not accurately transmitted to their.

evaluators. L.
‘While Stanford recently voted to rein-

“state the ‘F’ grade (beginning in the 1995-96

academic year) more must be done -to
restore serous academic standards to the

University. Stanford should recommend to -

all departments that a normal grading distri-
bution should be followed, with a pivot-
point of no more than a ‘B’. Ideally, no
more than 20-25 percent of all grades should
be ‘A-? or better; no more than 45-50 per-
cent ‘B-’ to “B+’; and 10-15 percent ‘C-’ to
‘C+

Enforcement of such a policy is, of
course, difficult, but steps can be taken to
encourage compliance. First of all, Stanford

should compile a list of all courses taught at
the University and publish the list every
quarter in Campus Report. Each list should
contain information on the distribution of
grades in each course over the last year, and
should further list the qualifications of the
instructor.  Copies of the list should be
mailed out every quarter to graduate schools
enrolling more than 5 Stanford undergradu-
ates a year, and o all companies that recruit
at the CPPC.

Second, the University should rank stu-
dents based on their Letter Grade Indicators
against their intradepartmental peers, and
append the rankings to all transcripts.

Third, the University could formally
reprimand departments that consistently
give more than 30 percent of their students
‘A’s, Such a reprimand could be appended
to the transcript of each student graduating
from the offending department in order to
inform prospective employers and graduate
programs of the problem.

Fourth, the University could stop fund-
ing and freeze faculty hiring of departments
that continue to give grades out of all rea-
sonable proportion to campus-wide goals.

2. Stop funding of “ethnic theme dorms.”

Researching race relations at Stanford,
Hoover Fellow John Bunzel (a Democrat
and civil rights veteran) interviewed dozens
of minority students, and found that almost
70 percent of blacks felt pressured by other
students- to subscribe to a set of “black”

‘A’s constitute 35 pércent ofall
grades given to undergraduate students

make up 28 percent of grades at Stanford, and
‘C’s and ‘D’s contribute just 8 and 1 percent
respectively. When the grades of graduate
students is included, the portion of ‘A’s rises to
'57 percent; ‘B’s make up a further 36 percent,
leaving just 8 percent for the lower grades.
“ Without a doubt, the distribution of grades is
ridiculously skewed at Stanford

positions and attitudes.

+ Part of the reason that minority students
feel compelled to “ethnically cleanse™ their
values and beliefs is that Stanford perpetu-
ates the myth that ethnic identities are
homogenous and uniform. The University
supports “ethnic theme dorms,” residences
wherein half of the students must belong to
an ethnic minority. For example, in Ujamaa,
half, of the students are black, and
Residential Education programs are
designed to promote African American cul-
ture. In Casa Zapata, half of the students are
Hispanic American, etc.

This policy effectively segregates the
students into ethnic enclaves, where their
residential experience amounts to little more
than interaction -with minority cliques.
Integration — the commingling of students
from diverse backgrounds — is expelled
from dorm rooms, cafeterias, and
Reésidential Education programs in these
domms. Ethnic dorms lack diversity and
variety, and deliberately include or exclude
students from their rooms on the basis of
race and ethnicity; this practice endorses the

proposition that students, as a matter of pol-
icy, ought intentionally and deliberately to
associate with others of the same race,

It is also a sad fact that ethnic dorms
which deliberately exclude members of
other races typically also adhere to a rigid
orthodoxy of ideas, thereby excluding non-
conforming members of their own race.
This accounts for Dr. Bunzel's observations;
there is virtually no diversity of opinion at
Ujamaa on issues such as affirmative action,
three-strikes-and-you're-out initiatives, wel-
fare reform, and other issues characterized
by the NAACP as “black issues”; conserva-
tive or libertarian blacks who reject the
received wisdom on any of these issues wilt
find Ujamaa a strangely uncomfortable liv-
ing environment,
Hispanic American student in Casa Zapata
who deigns to oppose a boycott of grapes.
Hence, ethnic dorms not only seek racial
conformity and uniformity, but homogene-
ity and conformity of opinion as well.

We believe that Stanford should com-
mit itself to the principle that ascriptive
characteristics such -as race, ethnicity,
nationality, and gender have no intrinsic
value in determining personality or identity.
To belong proudly to a selected group that
uses race or ethnicity, not merit or character,
as the basis of its selection is profoundly
immoral. By promoting separatism,
Stanford’s ethnic dorms are effectively
stressing the differences between them-
selves and others. While nothing is intrinsi-
cally wrong with an acknowledgment of
cultural differences, exclusion -on

the basis of these differences is
what is known as apartheid
in other parts of the
world, and has no

. unun: ‘out  of
many, one.” Itis to
unite - students of
different.  back-
grounds ‘and races
in an. integrative
atmosphere . with
other  students,
where ‘our differ-

experence and knowl-
edge. It is not the balka-
nization of our campus into
separate, exclusive territories’ resembling
apartheid townships. :

5. Replace CIV with a Real Western
Culture requirement.

Major changes in educational philoso-
phy have been' underway .at Stanford
University -for at least the last ten years.
These changes have been inspired by so-

Called “multiculturalists” who criticize what ;.

they refer to as‘the “Eurocentric bias” of a
traditional liberal arts education. The mulfi-
culturalists allege that Stanford has suffered
in the past from a provincial outlook that’
focuses overwhelmingly on European and
Western culture, while shortchanging the
histories and cultures of Affica, Asia, and
Latin America.

One manifestation of Barocentric bias
often cited by multiculturalists is the notion
that Christopher Columbus “discovered”
America. Of course, from the perspective of
the Europeans, Columbus did discover
America; however, from the perspective of
the Native Peoples living here before 1492,

The same goes for a -

ences provide us with
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-travelers

Columbus’.arrival might better be called an
invasion.

.~ In an effort to eliminate this Western
bias from its curriculum, Stanford replaced
its immensely popular Western Cultures
freshmen tequirement with the current
Cultures, Ideas and Values requirement in
1987, The CIV track seeks to do three
things: 1) it intends to expose students to
non-Western cultures by emphasizing the
works of women and minorities from non-
Western civilizations; 2) it -revises -and
rewrites the traditional accounts of Western
and adapts anthropological
approaches in order to reconstruct the histo-
1y of African and Indian tribes, of women,
and of other “oppressed minorities”; 3) it
attempts to teach that all civilizations and
cultures are equally good.

In order to fully understand the
impact of what Stanford is trying to do,
‘we must understand what Western cul-
ture is. ‘From an historical perspec-
tive, Western civilization begins
with the era of Greco-Roman civi-
lization, continues through the
Renai e, the Enligh and
the Industrial Revolution,- and ends
with the modemn civilizations of the
post-industrial United States and -
Western Europe. -

However, from an intellectual
standpoint, Western culture is much
more than that, George Reisman
points out that it refers to what thiese
eras represent; to wit, the laws of
logic and an adherence to rationali-
ty; the entire known corpus of the
disciplines of mathematics and -sci-
ence; the individoal’s self-responsi-
bility and free will to choose between
good and evil; the concept that man
has natural rights that precede the state,
ie., the need for limited govemnment and
the value of individual rights; and, frot this
foundation, the validity of capitalism and, to
date, the absence of a single successful
Marxist experiment.

Orice one accepls what Western culture
is, orie realizes that it is not exclusive of eth-
nic' minorities or of those from other civi-

lizations, because it is not a product of geog-

raphy. Westem culture is a body of knowl-
edge and values, open to anyone who shares

“ those values. Any individual, any society is
capable of becoming “Westernized” in this -

" sense; indeed, the rapidly industrializing

economies of the Far East have become

Westernized inasmuch as they rest on a
foundation of capitalism, progressive tech-
nology, logic-and mathematics.

‘We .concede that, -t various nmcs,

Western civilizations have practiced ideas -

that -conflict -with the precepts laid out
above. However, one cannot use the excep-
tion to define the whole. That slavery, male-

- only. suffrage, and state-mandated segrega-

tion have existed at various times in Westemn
history does not mean that the Western
miodel is invalid, but only that the theoretical
model has spawned aberrations. It should
not be inferred that we support, warts and

~all, Western culture; injustices should be

- excised from our presentation of the ideal

‘Western civilization.

Our -support for a Western Culture
requirement does not mean that-we wish to
ignore other cultures and civilizations; on

- the contrary; we think that there i much to

be gained from the study of other cultures,

“Many departments offer— and should con-
" tinue to offer — courses that treat world civ-

ilizations academically, and which provide

students with a different perspectwe than
that which they bring to Stanford.

However, one cannot deny that
‘Western beliefs and values are the dominant
belief system in the world today, and that
they will continue to dominate the world
into which Stanford students graduate.
Thus, it is reasonable that Stanford students
should maintain a certain familiarity and-flu-
ency with these ideas.

It is instructive to note that the oppo-
nents of the Western Culture who;, a few
years ago, were chanting “Hey, hey, ho, ho;
Westem Culture’s got to go” weren’t wear-
ing sarees or tribal headdresses; they were
wearing T-shirts, blue jeans, and running
shoes., Their selective rejection of Westem

The mistake of cuitural
.relativism — the weak

perspectivist notion that all
cultures are morally equivalent
— is the mirror.image of the
mistake made by European
racists of the past.: While the
latter started with the judgment.
of an inferior culture and worked
backwards to a |udgment of an
inferior race of people, the
former begin with the judgment
of equal races and proceed to

the conclusnon of equal’

c|V|I|zatlor|s Both make the_
. same error: that culture is

racial_ly determined.

Cultum presumably dldn t extend to the

medicines (pemcﬂlm) and technological

advances (the microchip) that have been

produced only by Western civilization; in

this sense, the leading critics of the
‘Westemn.- Culture requirement are thém-
selves progressive, modernized,
Westemized beneficiaries of a capitalist,
individualist culture, )

We also think that it is intellectually
dishonest to present all cultures as morally
equivalent. To do this would mean obliter-
ating all distinctions between civilization
and savagery. It would entail ignoring
everything that Westem culture represents
— logic, philosophy, mathematics, reason
-~ and equate'a culture capablé of launching
spaceships to cultures that haven't yet cured
rubella,

The mistake of cultural relativism -—
the weak perspectivist notion- that all cul-
tures are morally equivalent — is the mirror
image of the mistake made by European
racists of the past. 'While the latter started
with the judgment of an inferior culture and
worked backwards to a judgment of an infe-

rior race of people, the former begin with the’

judgment of equal races and proceed to the
conclusion of equal civilizations. Both
make the same error: that culture is racially
determined.

‘We believe that race is irrelevant to
questions of morality and civilization,
‘Western culture, therefore, is not a product
of dead, white men, but the product of ideas:

liberty, individualism, capitalism, techno-.

logical progress, economic freedom.

4, Repeal the anti-frec speech code

In 1990, Stanford enacted an amend-
ment to its Fundamental Standard code of
student conduct. The so-called Grey
Interpretation — named for its author, Law
School Professor Thomas Grey — pro-

scribes speech that meets all thiree of the fol- -

lowing conditions:

Part I It must be intended to stigmatize
individuals on the basis of séx; race, color,
handicap, religion; sexual orientation or eth-
nic origin.

Part IL It must be addressed directly to the
individual whom it stigmatizes.

Part IIL Tt must make vse of “fighting’

words,” which are words that ar¢ com-
monly understood to convey direct and
visceral hatred or contempt for human
beings on the basis of their sex,
race, etc,

‘We have major ideological con-

cerns with the Grey code, Chief

among them is that Part I above
attempts to proscribe speech not on
the basis of form, but whether or
not it “stigiatizes” others in one
of seven ways. That is, the
speech code seeks to regulate not
the civility of campus discourse by,
‘say, imposing time/place restric-
" tions upon students, but the
content of campus discourse
itself by banning speech that car-
ties certain - “stigmatizing” -ideas.
»We feel that any kind of content-based
speech code must be diametrically
* “opposed to the free flow of opin-
ion, for in proscribing speech on the
basis. of the ideas conveyed, content-
based codes effectively shut those ideas out
of the realm of debate,
This process is profoundly antithetical
to the purpose of a university, which is to
pursue truth and to transmit it to students,

Truth cannot be had by proscribing any kind'

of ideas — even ideas deemed profane or
, offensive by some — for the following rea-
sons:

First, the proscribed ideas may possibly
- be true, even though they may be insulting
to certain minority groups. It is important at
this juncture to recognize that truth is not a
defense under our speech code. If a student
expresses an opinion based on indisputable
premises of fact and buttressed by unim-
peachable fogical steps, then even though it
may stigmatize certain groups, it is a correct
opinion nonetheless. ‘To deprive a campus
of correct opinions is not mere regulation of
speech, but suppression of truth; it is cen-
sorship at best and indoctrination at worst

ideas fearlessly discussed, then the Stanford
students would be reduced to merely parrot-
ing the trths taught them by the communi-
ty. It is not enough that a student on this
campus assents undoubtingly to what he is

_told to-be. true; he must also leam the

grounds of this truth, A man who knows
only one side of a question — even if that
side.is the correct side — without under-

standing the other position, has no rationale

for preferring the trath to the prevarication,
The logical position for him would bé sus-
pensibn of judgment, and, unless he were
led by authority to the correct position, he
would never arrive at it.

If false arpuments are withheld, then

“the truth cannot be vigorously contested.

The truth will become not an examined doc-

. trine that withstands objections because it is

well-¢rafted; it will instead be held by most -
people in the manner of a prejudice or a
superstition. The tmth will become an ill-
considered dogma, a formal profession, a
ritual mantra, maintained only because of
the silence of its dissenters and the igno-
rance of the student body.

If Stanford students are to believe in the
tiuth, they must be able to understand how it
camg about, and they must be able to refute
all the cominon objections to their position.
To do that, they must first hear these objec-
tions spoken by ‘those who passionately
advocate them and who will defend them in
eamest, so that they may think about them
and dispose of them.

Finally, we believe that the Stanford
speech code goes beyond a merely content
ban on certain ideas: it attempts to ban cer-
tain viewpoints as well. For instance, let us
assume that a debate is taking place between
an ayowedly racist African’ American stu-
dent who believes that whites are inferior to
blacks, and a white student who believes in
racial egalitarianism. The racial egalitarian
may inveigh any epithet he lists against his
opponent with impunity, but the black
supremacist cannot malign his opponent in
the same way without violating the first part
of the speech code. For example, an insult
such as “All racists should be drawn and’
quartered” is completely acceptable under
the speech code, yet the statement “All
whites should be drawn and quartered”
would warrant immediate disciplinary
action for its speaker from a Umverslty
Commission.

The Winds of Freedom Foundation
will formally present these recommenda-
tions, and the findings of its general sur-
vey of alumni, at its annual conferetice on
November 17-18. 'We believé that
Stanford’s recent slide in academic stand-
ing can be reversed; we must begin with
these four recommendations, and by

and, we-think, not even the )

would lend his voice to the advocacy of
such a despicable practice.

Second, let us say that we can be cer-
tain that the opinions the University wishes
to proscribe are entirely false. Even so, the
false opinion should be allowed into the
Stanford community. While it is true that
publication of false and injurious opinions
about a group of people does them darnage,

ionist of -
the most fevered brow and ardent demeanor

pl ‘the prop
herem There is nothing wrong yet with
Stanford that can’t be fixed; however, no
opportunity should be missed in address-
ing the systemic problems we face.

the harm done to the Stanford cc ity as

a whole is infinitely greater if we suppress -

the dissemination of false opinions.

For if we were to limit the minds of
Stanford students to'the received opinion,
without ever exposing them to altemative

" Adam Ross is a senior studying political science,

Heisthe duector of Winds of Freedom.

Aman Veqee isa senior studying public policy
and economics., He is the editor-in-chief of The
Stanford Review and the Executive Director of
Winds of Freedom.




“The Stanford Review
Lo and v L R
The Intercollegiate Studies Institute

announce the second annual

Winds of Freedom Conference

" November 17 & 18, 1994
Stanford Park Hotel

4

Reception & Dinner
Thursday Evening

' Featuring -

- BRUCE HERSCHENSON
6:00 p.m. Menlo Room
&

Student, Alumnus, and Faculty Panels
Friday Afternoon

12:30 p.m. - 4:30 p.m. Woodside Room
® .

Call 1-800-526-7022 to reserve your place at the conference.
The fee for the dinner and conference is $100 per person.

Winds of Freedom is an organization for Stanford aluma, donors, students, and faculty interested in
returning Stanford to bigh academic standards and free intellectual discourse. Ihe conference will
provide a forum for the discussion of current trends in bigher education and their impact at Sianford.

’ ) First Class Mail
’ : : The Stanford Review U.S. Postage
SUPPORT STANFORD'S CONSERVATIVE VOICE P.O. Box 2343 PAID
> Permit No. 229"
Stanford, CA 94309
AID MAILING
Los Altes, CA |,

Contributions from individu'al Stanford alumni and
friends keep The Stanford Review on the presses.

Donations are tax-deductible. For a gift of $50 or more, you will receive one
ﬁea: of The Stanford Review. Please make checks payable to "The Stanford
eview” and mail to: The Stanford Review, P.O. Box , Stanford, CA, 94309.

C$50 [1$250
[1$100 I
Name The Stanford Review is a student organization chartered by the
Associated Students of Stanford University, 205 Tresidder
Address Memorial Union, Stanford, CA 94305, which holds our non-profit

permit. For all other purposes, the Review's address is as shown.




{

Stanford buys Ginsberg collec

By Michae! Petras and Aman Verjee

With its 1994-95 budgetary shortfall estimated to
run $18-20 million, Stanford University has paid over a
million dollars for the personal archives of Allen Gins-
berg. The 68-year-old poet was a major literary influence

News Analysis

in the counterculture of the 1950s and 1960s along with
writers such as Jack Kerouac, Lawrence Fehilingetti and
William Burroughs. This group of upstart cultural artists
helped shape the Beat Movement that reached its zenith
in the 1960s and blasted the American middle-class for
having conformist and capitalist values.

It is a little ironic — and more than a little bonrgeois
— that one of the leading cultural rebels of this anti-ma-
terfalistic movement should profit by millions of dollars
by selling his lifetime collection of odds and ends. Stan-
ford did not disclose how much they had paid to the au-
thor for his personal trove, but the collection was ap-
praised at $1.2 million five years ago. Anthony Angilet-

ta, Stanford’s di-
rector of library
collections, con-
ceded that he had
used that figure as
a guide in acquir-
ing the belong-
ings. The final
price tag is be-
lieved to be well
over $1 million,
although both par- | One of Allen Ginsberg's best-
ties are keeping | jmown poems Is Naropa Hot
quiet about the | yyb: “The oceanis full ot naked
exact sum. The young boys and Neptune-
University alsore- | bearded old men” From the
fused to identify | jooks ofthings, itssems brevity
the source of the | isthe soul of his wit

money for the ac-

quisition; Angiletta indicated that the funds came from
from “university resources,” but déclined to elaborate.

continued on page 11

Stanford considers Prop. 187

“Save Our State” immigration initiative supported by

Gov. Wilson but unpopular in many circles on campus -

By Patrick Toolis
Staff Writer

“People of California find and declare as follows: That
they have suffered and are suffering economic hardship
caused by illegal aliensin this state. That they have suffered
and are suffering personal injury and damage caused by the
criminal conduct of illegal aliens in this state. That they
have a right to the protection of their government from any
person or persons entering the conatry unlawfully,”

So begins Proposition 187, the “Save our State Initia-
tive,” which has engaged and will continue to engage the

interests of those in the Stanford community until the -

November 8 elections.

The proposition, which seeks to establish a working re-
lationship between the state government and the Immigra-
tion and Naturalization Service (INS), would prevent the is-
suance of social benefits like non-emergency health care
and public education to illegal immigrants, Medical insti-
tutions and schools will be required to verify the residency
of all those seeking services. In addition, police depart-
ments will assist the INS in the process of determining the
residency status of criminals suspected to be in the country
illegally. -~

This initiative, supported by Governor Pete Wilson
and opposed by Democratic challenger Kathleen Brown,
was designed to remove from California the burden of deal-
ing with a problem which is, according to the U.S. Consti-
tution, under federal jurisdiction. Those supporting the
measure assert that illegal immigrants do pose a short-term

The lilegal immigration question continues to

challenge the campus

economic problem to California, which accepts a dispro-
portionately large number of illegal immigrants, Because
of the lack of cooperation of the federal government in con-
trolling the borders, a drastic measure like 187, they argue,
is necessary to attract national attention to California’s
problem.

According to Michael Boskin, Professor of Economics
and Chief Economic Advisor to President Bush, the pro-
posal will send a profound message to Washington. Said
Boskin, “While it has numerous flaws and should be con-

continued on page 10

ig Bucks

Stanford just received its
largest grant ever. $77.4 mil-

lion from alums Hewlett and

Packard will fund the con-
- struction of a new science and
" engineering quad,

News

10
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CA Governor’'s Race

Brown. Must gét the intolerable.

Wilson out of the 1996 presiden-
tial race, even if it means screw-
ing California with Mrs. Marx.

THE “EDITORIAL BOARD

CA Senate race

Boddie. The Libertacian candi-

date is a better choice than

Feinstein (8th biggest spender in -

Senate) or the liberal Huffington.

Prop. 187

Yes, but just barely. Provisions
which cut spending offset the -
dangers posed.by anti-immigra-
tion siiliness. * ,

Michael Meyer

Wilson. * Elections are often sald
to be a choicebétween the intol- -

erable and the- disgusting. Give
me the disgusting and a barf bag.

" Huffington, At least Mike will

vote with my block of senators
and, besides, how much. more

- embarrassment can Calif. take?

No. 187 pits peoples’ best
instincts against the law, which
amounts to sure-fire failure. Is
anotheér bureaucracy the answer?

‘Wilson.
but Brown, if elected, would raise
taxes even more than Wilson did
and would be soft on crime.

Wilson' has his faults,

Huffington, Huffington is for
lower taxes and free trade.
Feinstein voted for the biggest tax
increase in hlstory

No. In trying to stop a bad, we will
create an even greater bad if we pass

 ihis " propositio, for it opens up the

door for govemment mtruswn

~ Ryan Bounds

Decidedly Ambivalent. B. calls
Clinton’s- Crime — read “pork” —
Bill good law; W. is about as tough on

. budget as jello in the summer sun.

Feinstein. Dedicated pubhc servam,‘
af least We get to guess at her fiscal -

motivations for unning; competent, if
ideologically challenged, legislator.

» No. We can' tsolve this problem from

the middle; open borders and abandon
welfare, clqse them and keepiit, or free
immig,, legalize and tax all workers., -
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clude your name, address, and Stanford -

affiliation. Letters can be delivered to
room 205 of the Storke Publications
Building or mailed to: Letters to the Bdi-
tor, The Stanford Review, P.O. Box 2343,
Stanford, CA, 94309.

Editorial: (415) 723-8221
Fax: (415)725-1983
Email: Teview@csstanford.edu

" Please recycle the Review,
Giveitto afriend!

Jack Guerrero

S@gmml

Back in My Day...

Reunion weekend flooded the campus with a slew of people askmg questlons like: “You
mean girls and boys live on the Same side of campus?” and “Where in dee Hell did all this
The turn-back-the-clock bug has bit-me, so late last night under
Stanford stars, I flipped through my alumni directory and asked, “Where are they now?”

conctete come from?”

Wilson. Our current govemor,
and closet Democrat, would lead

California’s deinise at a slower’

pace than the radical Brown.

Dianne
Feinstein

Jack
Palance

Stephen
Breyer

Kathleen
Brown

Michael

Huffington

t
0
t

Boddie. The pro-life libertarian
is a better alemnative than the
Huffington-Feinstein ideological
carbon-copy.

This whole campaign thing should be nothing new to The
Honorable, considering she has held every office in the State of
California, but from the looks of her current run for office it’s clear
that she hasn’t learned much since she framed her diploma.

Jack, do you really need a BA to tell you that you are a man?

With your recent confirmation, shouldn’t the U.S, Supreme
Court be renamed the Stanford Supreme Court? Oh, and by
the way, I liked that not-so-subtle disapproval of the Speech
Code in your discussion of free speech.

She keeps telling me to read her gubernatorial plan for
California, but why should I read a plan that the author hasn’t

even read?

“Who do I make the check out to? United States Senate? How
do you spell that?” Keep.on truckin’, Mike, you ve got Dianne on

the ropes.

No. Criminalizing hard-working

immigrants will hurt California’s

economy and defy conservative
principles.
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. clans who believe in nothing except
_their own election victories, has

IGUEST COMMENTARY

Proposition 187: ““Sinking Our State”

1 1942, during a period of sharp wartime hysteria, Califomi-
ans blackened our state’s good name by overwhelmingly en-
orsing the imprisonment of all JTapanese-Americans, most of
them native-bom U.S. citizens and nearly all deeply loyal to
America. Only one member of Congress, Senator Robert Taft of
Ohio, the leading conservative Re-
publican, opposed this measure di-
rected against "enemy aliens,” which
otherwise passed  unanimously.
Robext Taft had principles. .
Today in California, the current
political hysteria about illegal immi-- -
grants, inflamed by “cynical polifi-

brought ‘us to a similar moral
precipice. Recent polls show strong
public support for Proposition 187 —
the so-called “Save Our State” initia-
tive — directed against illegal immi-
grants.

At first glance, the measure, which prevents illegal immi-
grants from receiving public services, might appear quite attrac-
tive to opponents of California’s overgrown social welfare state,
Afterall, ifrolling back the tide of wealthredistribution has tostart
somewhere, why not with recipients who aren’t even legal resi-
dents? Add to this Califomia’s horrendous budget deficits, and
any measure which purpons to save tax money sounds extreme-
ly attractive.

. Proposition 187 is extremely attractive, until one actually
reads the measure; which very few people have done. Inpractice,
S.0.S. would be an unimaginable disaster for Califomia, with re-
gard both to personal liberty and to state finance.

Consider a few simple facts, Tlegal immigrants are already
ineligible for state welfare assistance or food-stamps, and theires-

* timated use of medical services prohibited by S.0.8. is quite low,

justatiny fraction of one percent of California’s huge budget. The
only substantial government cost associated. with illegal immi-

 gration is therefore through the public school system, which im-

migrant children attend. Hlegal immigrants comprise 5% of Cal-

Ben Brink

ifornia’s total population and most are in their prime working
years of 25-40; those with children obviously make use of the
public schools, and the sumis involved are quite sizable. So one
of the central thrusts of $.0.S. is to root out these immigrant chil-
dren (most of whom are actually Amencan bom cmzens) ﬁ‘om
the public schools. |
How todo this? By‘tuming pubhc school teachexs and
administrators into de  facto INS agents, forcing thern to in-
vestigate students who, they suspect, may have a father or
mother who entered the country illegally. Having schools

ents has heavy totalitarian overtones, and the practice was
even abandoned by the Soviet Union soon after Sfalin’s
(Geath. In recent years, there have been scattsted reports of

ly persuaded their elementary schoo]er_uollees totumin their

over attempts by the'schools to monitor home religious prac-
tices. Officially establishing ouir pubhc schoo]s as-agencies
of family mvesugatlon and arms 6f govemment law-en-
forcement, as Pmposmon 187 would do s not a happy
precedent forustoset, .

The initiative. only gels viorse! Slnce the ‘authors view im-
migrant workers with asmucha]mmas xmmxgmntlay -abouts, the
measure mandates a five-year prison sentence (or $25,000 fine)
forany illegal immigrant whouses fa]_se identity papers in pursuit
of gainful employmient. Although estimates vary, perhaps up-
wards of one million housemaids, hotel workers, or construction
Iaborers have some form offa]seldenuty documents, Califomia’s
bloated and inefficient prison system has average annial costs of
$23,000 per inmate, and tuming hundreds of thousands of our
hard-working, (ax paying,. miniinum-wage €aming gardeners
and busboys info prison inmatés — ata cost of tens of billions of
dollars — hardly seems a‘sensible means of solving our state’s

budget problems, A state that pays generbus welfare benefits to

those unwilling to work and i unpnsons those \vho do defies ratio-
nality.

And Pmposmon 187’s public school | provisions will likely
increase the use of false papers. To prevent the public schools
from expelling their 6- or 7-year-old children, many immigrant

encourage small children to inform on the status of their par- .

Amerjcan school drug-education] programs! that have protd- .

parents to the police. Christian groups have become alarmed

“mothers will undoubtedly risk a five-year prison sentence. For
the Jand of liberty to flood its prisons with mothers convicted of
identity-card violations seems an abomination,

How do the principal advocates of the initiative respond to
these charges, which I'raised with them privately during my re-
cent Republican primary challenge to Govemor Pete Wilson?
One prominent S.0.8S. supporter claimed that much of the initia-
tive was “obviously unconstitutional” and would be thrown out
by the courts. Another felf that judges would refuse to enforce a
law so obviously unjust. But one fervent grass-roots activist had
the simplest defense, arguing that 8.0.5. was intended to.be un-
workable and bankiupt the state, théreby forcing: Washmgton to
finally “do something” to stop illegal i 1numgranon ;such as plant-

 ing landmines along Gur southemborder And these arethe views

of the initiative’s sipporters!

Despite its anti-welfare state trappings, then, Proposmon
187 is extremely bad law and is not a measure that any sincere
Californian of any political party should support. It also masks
the real issue in California and elsewhere, which is not illegal im-
migration, but immigration period.

Nearly all those groups in the forefront of the crusade against
illegal immigration are just as hostile to the legal kind, and are
simply vsing the former issue as a stalking horse for the latter.
And, aside from the environmentalists (who oppose immigration
as a source of economic and population growth) and union-mem-
bers (who dislike immigrants as much as Japanese cars and for
the same reason), most of the opposition to i
tion has strong racial overtones, since the bulk of America’s new
{post-1965) immigrants have been Asians and Hispanics,

There is a great unspoken fear that the existence of ethnic
separatist policies such as affirmative action and bilingual educa-
tioncombined with large-scale immigration will lead to the balka-
nization of our society (and that our welfare system will cause
lesser-skilled immigrants to follow the black underclass down the
pathtoaseemingly endless cycle of dependency and crime), The
future growth 0f a gigantic and hostile immigrant underclass ter-
rifies white middle-class Californians, who live in a statg that is
already 30% Hispanic and 10% Asian.

‘These_fears -are understandable, but unsupponcd by the
facts, The overwhelming majority of California’s immigrants are
self-reliant and entrepreneutial; with sirong fami-
lies and low welfare-dependency and crime mates.
“America’s Asian and Hispanic population is large-
ly composed of immigrants and their children, and
these groups seem more a source of hope than of
fear.

Signs of economic advancement and assim-
ilation are widespread. Just recently, a high school
valedictorian from San Diego was discovered to
have emigrated illegally from Mexico as a child;
this follows a similar case of a Mexican illegal im-
migrant who graduated at the top of her class in San
Francisco, In California the ten most common
names of recent home-buyers include Martinez,
Rodriguez, Garcia, Nguyen, Lee, and Wong, with
the Nguyens outnumbering the Smiths 2 to 1 in af-
fluent, conservative Orange County. In fact, nearly
half of Califomnia’s native-bom Asians and Hispan-
icsmarry into otherethnic groups, the strongest pos-
sible evidence of assimilation at work. These inter-
marriage rates are actually far higher than those of
Jews, Italians, or Poles as recently as the 1950s.

the deepest (usually) unspoken concems have al-
ready been realized, and white Americans of Euro-
pean origin (“Anglos”) have already become a mi-
nority of the population. SanJose, California—the
third Jargest city in California and the 11th largestin
the nation — is one such example. It has a white
population of less than 50%, and contains mostly
Asian and Hispanic immigrants -— 20% and 30%,
_ respectively — including large numbers of impov-
erished illegatimmigrants. San Jose has a flourish-
ing economy, the Jowest murder and robbery rates
of any major city in America (less than one fifth the
rates in Dallas, for example), and virtually no sig-
nificant ethnic conflict.
E Similarly, El Paso, Texas, is the mostheavily
Hispanic (70%) of any of America’s largest 50
cities, but also has one of the lowest rates of serious

Seattle, an overwhelmingly white cityof similar
size, The American state with the lowest:percent-

- contmued on page 8

Or consider those places in America where -

crime or murder, with a robbery rate just half that of )

Wit
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The Screaming
of the Lambs?

or a while, there, we were sure that Stanford University’s
FOfﬁcc of Admissions was in an irreversible coma, and the

hushed debate in the Review offices last week centered
predominantly around the propriety of euthanasia in cases -
where no living will has been drawn up. .

However, last week the cogroscenti in the admissions of-
fice actually showed sigas of life for the first time in five years:
they announced the formation of a committee, t6 be chaired by
Associate Director of Admissions John Reider and Physics Pro-
fessor Doug Osheroff, that will explore our favorite issue: un-
dergraduate admissions. Even more heartening than that is the
fact that the Admissions Office has apparently taken seriously
the Review'’s recommendations on how to go about getting the
best and brightest students in the country 6 come here, The
comunittee says that it will “look specifically at getting top fac-
ulty involved in the recruitment of high school candidates, and
will consider instituting an early decision plan.”

In our October 3 issue, we ran an editorial cailed “The Si-
lence of the Lambs” which offered the following suggestions
(which have been pushed before in these pages by Rewzw edi-
tor Aman Verjee):

“The University can also encourage faculty to help re-
cruit the best students in their fields, allow for early ad-
mission; beef up financial aid, and follow Harvard’s lead
by accepting a Common Application.”

Well, two out of four ain’t bad, but it ain’t good enough, ei-
ther. In our editorial, we likened the admissions staff to lambs
for the slaughter, and criticized their complacency in the face of
declining yield rates and SAT scores. The new committee may
be evidence that the University is no longer meekly accepting
its fate, but it shouldn’t stop halfway in its deliberations, It
should also consider the following steps: adopting a Common
Application; increasing financial aid with money that currently
goes to frivolous projects (see the front page story); start inter-
viewing applicants like other top schools do in order to create

. an interactive admissions and recruitment process; and increase
the size of our overburdened admissions office (the Office of
Admissions now has 11 people, down from 16 a couple of years
ago, Harvard has 40 peop]e, 21 of whom work on adrissions
alone).

These changes w111 help reverse the ten-year trend in yield
rates, which have gone from 63 percent in the mid-1980s to 54
percent today. This in turn will reverse the declining trend in
SAT scores and high-schoo! GPAs, dnd hopefully rettmn us to
Number One.

The Beat Goes On

: or those of you who haven’t been paying attention for the
F]ast fifteen or so years, we got a consummate lesson in' -
political correctness here this week.- Beat poet and
admitted pedophile Allen Ginsberg unloaded a lot of his junk
on us for ge 1 million or more, and no one on the faculty uttered
a sound. Yet, when the Reagan Foundation offered to put a
$100 million library and research facility on campus for free
* — that’s right, for free!~— so many faculty members protest-
.ed that you couldn't have beaten them all off with a stick (and
don’t think we didn’t try).

That Says something about what is and what is riot accept-
able here at Stanford. Faculty protested Reagan’s free market
ideology, but not Ginsberg’s..pedophilia; They "protested
Reagan’s. affiliation with the Republican party; but not
Ginsberg's. affiliation with NAMBLA. We demand an expla-
nation from the faculty as. to why Ginsberg is preferable to
Reagan — in fact, we'll gladly offer column space to any pro-
fessor bold enough to take up the challenge.

There is another, more narrow issue here as well. Frankly,
we at the Review don’t much care what Ginsberg does with his

. private life, nor do we care to judge his political beliefs or
organizational affiliations: when it comes to buymg one'’s
wares, we will support purchasmg anything that is of high
qualify (though we won’t endorse the author’s lifestyle).
However, the works in question contain some of the worst
claptrap we have ever had the mispleasure of reading. Stream-
of-consciousness is fine as a tool for teaching novice. writers to
put thoughts to pen and paper, but it doesn’t constitute an art-
form any more than does throwing paint randomly at a wall.
Surely, there are better ways to spend a million dollars than
this,
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ohn Sununu

Chief of Staff for George Bush

Tuesday, October 25th
.8:00 pm

Memorial Auditorium

Tickets go on sale in White Plaza Monday and
Tuesday, October 24th and 25th, from 11:30 to 3:80.

Tickets are $7.50 if you got a refund from the
Speaker’s Bureau, and free otherwise.

“MORAL VIRTUE AND
NATURAL LAW”

Dr. Raymond Dennehy |

Mortimer Fleishhacker Chair of Philosophy
* University of San Francisco

Dr.lbemn_éhy, one of the founders of the Ignatius Institute, will be
discussing the contemporary importance of virtue in America today, as
well as how we can lead virtuous lives in modern society.- He will be
sising William Bennett’s best-selling Book of Virtues to aid his presentation.

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 25™
TRES’IDDER; OAK LOUNGE EAST
7:00 - 8:30 PM

Sponsored in part by Stanford Students for Life
and Students for a Traditional Sexual Ethic
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Who shall govern California?

The Choice is Simple: Vote for Pete
Wilson over Kathleen Brown

n authority no less than Haley Bar-
A.‘l;our, Chairman of the Republican
ational Committee, cails the Cali-
fomnia Gubernatorial contest the
most important race in all of
1994 — and with good reason.
A Pete Wilson victory instantly
thrusts the Californian into the
spotlight as a front-runner for
the 1996 Republican Presiden-
tial nomination.'And aloss like-
ly sends the former Marine and
U.S. . Senator into political
oblivion. Face it; California:
the stakes could not be higher.
On more than one occa~
sion, Governor Wilson has
promised to serve out his full
. four year term if re-elected in
1994, Don’t believe it. As a second term
govemor, Pete Wilson would have too many

things working in his favor.not to run in-

1996: a front-loaded primary. system in
which early success and fundraising are

even more crucial than normal; a Republi-

can party so saturated with. copservative
hopefuls  (Quayle,. Gramm, Cheney,
Buchanan, et. al.) that Wilson should gamer
a sizable chunk of the moderate vote; and,
perhaps most importantly, a suitable dis-
tance from the anti-incombent stench of
‘Washington,

But first things first. Wilson must get
by his November 8 opponent, Democratic
heiress Kathleen Brown. My bespectacled
colleague Aman Verjee believes voters

should sacrifice California for the sake of the -

nation (easy for him to say, Mr. Veijee does-
't live in California — or even in the Unit-
ed States). Elect the liberal Brows, Mr, Ver-
jee opines, so we can save the nation from a

possible Pete Wilson presidency. My liber-

tarian friend obviously hasn’t thought this
one throngh. A Kathleen Brown victory
would be disastrous for our nation’s largest
state — and certainly a worse outcome than
‘Wilson becoming a presxdentml prospect in
1996. -

Make no mistake about it: Pete Wilson

has not been a perfect' governor. He has-

taken a great deal of criticism — and right-
fully so — for his massive tax increase in
1991, the Jargest in California’s history. His
excessive regulations haven’t done much to
attract business. And his refusal to repeal the

. so-called “temporary” sales tax increase dis-
appointed many conservative supporters. -
Yet despite these errors in judgment, a
fragile California economy, and a sub-par
performance in the race’s only debate, Wil-
son still holds a healthy lead over Brown. As
is becoming more apparent by the day, Pete
Wilson will win this race, and he’ll win big.

Simply put, he’s on the right side of impor- -

tant issues, and too many voters fear that

Kathleen Brown would wreck the state.
Let's look at the issues. First is crime,

which nearly always tops voters’ list of con-

cems. Twomonths ago, Brown confessed to *

the Sacramento Bee that crime would be a
“so what"* issue in the final months of the
campaign-— even though poll after poll sug-
gested otherwise, After finally waking up to
this reality, Brown decided to go on the of-
fensive. So.she used the only debate of the
campaign to disclose that her daughter had
been raped some dozen years ago (a revela-
tion about which Brown’s people claimed
they had no idea), implying that this some-

Adam Ross

how made her tough on ¢rime. She blasted

Wilson for having the gall to question her-

comritment on the issue,

‘What commitment?
The fact is that Treasurer
Brown doesn’t have
much of a record on
came, In 1975, for ex-
ample, Brown conspired
with the ACLU to op-
pose letting police offi-
cers go undercover to
fight dmg dealing on
school campuses. Pa—
thetic. .

‘What she has pro-
posed this year is hardly

leniency practiced by her

father and brother. Brown opposes the idea- -

of mandating life without parole for rapists
and child molesters (she opposed Wilson's

“one strike” bill calling for just that). She’

also lobbied on behalf of President Clinton’s
crime bill (at a Washington; D.C., fundrais-
er), the largest social welfare program in this
country’s history.

Pete Wilson, on the other hand, has an
outstanding record on crime, He was the na-
tion’s first govemor to sign a““Thiee Strikes”
law to keep violent criminals behind bars.
Wilson also supports legislation calling for

" usually- endorse Liber-
different from the liberal -

Choice is not so

szmple Stretch:

Wilson must be stopped before ‘96

here is. something about political
I parties — or factions, as Madison
called them — that makes other-
wise sensible people do
the stupidest things. Take
my esteemed * colleague
apposite, Adam Ross, for
instance. - He -believes
that next month’s Califor-
nia gubernatorial election
is asimple matter of party
loyalty: he will rendera
party-line vote for Wilson
and be done with it.
I, however, do not
voté on party lines, I

tarians or libertarian Re-
publicans, butI'd goto a
proctologist named Dr. Hook —-heck, I'd
join thé Libydn air force — before I'd en-

Aman Verjee

- dorse a candidate of any party whose ide-

ology conflicted with my own. : Mz, Ross -
is willing to cast his ballot for a man
whose governing philosophy is entirely at
odds with the libertarian, conservative

‘oot of the Republican Party, simply be-

cause that man is on the Republican tick-
et; in doing so, Mr, Ross demonstrates
that he is so rigid and stiff in his adher-

“ence to the party line that he makes Al

Gore look like an‘autofeilatio freak. *

Pete Wilson, the iIncumbent, is buoyed by his hard lirie on immigration and
his tough stance on crime, Kathleen Brown, the challenger, may be the

spoiler for a Wilson run at'the presidency i in 1996.

“One Strike and You're In” for life for those

who commit crirnes like child molestation;

rape, and arson. And what about parole?
The Wilson Administration retarmed nedrly -

35,000 parole violators to prisorn in 1992,

more than the federal government and'the -

other 49 states combined.

Brown-—like her father and brother——
opposes the death penalty in any and all cir-
cumstances. This view is sharply at odds
with the majority of Californians, who be-
lieve that the death penalty is necessary for

heinous crimes, And while Brown vows to .

uphold: the death penalty, she may never
even have the opportunity (if she, like her
brother, appoints left-wing judges who
deem capital punishment unconstitutional).

In contrast, Wilson’s commitment to
the death penalty is unwavering. 'While in
the U.S. Senate, Wilson anthored a bill call-
ing for the death penalty for cop killers, And

he became the first California Governor in -
25 years to allow for the execunon of two -

convicted felons,

continued on page 12

T propose that Pete Wilson is a Re-
publican like Benjamin Church was a Pa-
triot, Oh, Wilson may technically be a’
member of the Republican Party, but he is
a‘moderate Republican. Mr. Ross com- '
pares Wilson to Ronald Reagan, but the
differencé between a Reagan Republican

-and a Wilson Republican is like the differ- -

ence between a strapless evening gown
and ‘a gownless evening strap. A quick
look at Wilson’s record as govemor proves
my point:

First of all, his anti-immigration’
rhetoric is antithetical to the principle of
individual liberty that underpins the Amer-
icait Dream, cast in stone at the base of the
Statue of Liberty, and an ideal whick Re--
‘publicans have a particular duty to iphold:
Second, he is distinctly pro-choice. Third,

" his envirorimental correctness and support

for individual health insurance mandates
are hardly indicative of a great respect for
propetty rights. Fourth, Wilson sided with
thé: National Education Association last
year and came out against Proposition 174,
the school voucher initiative.

And finally, there is his fiscal record,
In 1991, when faced with a state budget
deficit of $14 billion, he did exactly what
George Bush did in the year
before: he raised income
taxes by an amount equal to
half the deficit, trusting the
Democrats to make up the
other half with spending cuts.
' Of course, in both situations,
the cuts never materialized.
The California econo-
" my proved monument to the
Laffer Curve: while state tax
rates went up to an insanely
high 11 percent, state tax col-
lections have remained flat
for three years running. Half
amillion people have fled the

" state since 1991, and almost 600,000 jobs

have been lost, The budget deficit has spi-

‘ ralled out of conirol, and' Wall Street has
“downgraded California’s credit rating nine

times on'Wilson’s watch,

‘Wilson has attempted to blame de-
fense cutbacks for California’s woes, but I
can see through that like a shower curtain
in the Kennedy home. Despite the con-
tention that California has been bled dry by
defense cuts, a fairly consistent 12 percent

of federal spending has gone fo the state = -

every year fom 1983 to 1992, ‘'In fact,
since~1987, when the defense drawdown

state of California have risen from $101
billion to $140 biltion a year,

And Mr. Ross wants four more years *

of this?

But, the argument runs, isn’t Wilson
better than the alternative, Kathleen
Brown?

Asfar as California goes in the shiort-
run, Wilson #s better than Brown. But as
far as the national picture is concerned in

' the long haul, Wilson is the worse candi-

date because he poses a danger that
Brown does not: if Pete Wilson is re-

 ‘elected next month (and particularly if he

gets a Republican Lieutenant-Governor)

then I predict that he will become the
- frontrunner for the 1996 Republican

presidential’ nomination, thereby threat-

“ening the nation at-large with his policies.

There is an excellent possibility for a
united Republican party to norinate a
Reaganesque ideologue in 1996, a con-

-servative who will work with Republican -
majorities in the House and‘Senate to cut
‘taxes, simplify and flatten the tax struc-

fure, obtain a line-item veto, deregulate
the economy, slash spendmg, and balance
the budget.

" However, if Pete Wilson ‘gets the

started, {fotal federal expenditures in the- .

nomination then we're in for four yearsof

Bush-like tax hikes, deficits, regulation -
" and increased spending. An historic op-

portunity to revitalize the country and
revolutionize the government will be lost,
and'a disillusioned public may turn back
to the Democrats in 2000 ]ust as they did
in 1992,

Far-fetched? Well, imagine for a mio-
ment how the 1996 Republican presiden-
tial primaries are likely to play out. Cali-
fornia governors typically have excellent

prospects in presidential races because '

they are ' well-financed, but, in 1996, a

continued on page 12
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heres a breakdown, Conal !
tecord in the 102nd and 103rd Congresses,
.lc:cpre‘ is the / if Vol

1. Pork Barrel Subsidies. On votes involving legislation with local, particularized benefits to special interests, but diffuse costs to the national tax-
payer, Congressmen lived high on the hog. They voted against pork barrel subsidies 35 percent of the time in the House (based on 82 votes), and 32
percent of the-time in the Senate (based on 28 votes). ) )

Republicons averaged a score of 61 in the House and 56 in the Senate. Democrats averaged 19 in the House and just 14 in the Senate.

2. Budgetary control. When it comes to fiscal restraint, both the House and the Senate opposed spending bills 46 percent of the time. This index
includes all legislation related to discretionary spending, votes on entitlement spending and budgetary procedures, and covers 62 votes in the House
and 50 in the Senate. }

Repoblicans averaged 2 score of 81 in the House and 73 in'the Senate. Democrats averaged 24 in the House and 26 in the Senate.

3. Least and simplest faxes. In addition to stealing your money, Congress likes to make things complicated. This index covers 26 votes in the House,
and 44 in the Senate, that dealt with tax policy. Members get a point if they vote to cut taxes, or to simplify the tax system. House members favored
lower taxes 44 percent of the time, and Senators did so 47 percent of the time.

Republicans averaged a score of 86 in the House and 79 in the Senate. Democrats averaged 19 in the House and 23 in the Senate, 80 House
Democrats have the dubious distinction of having voted for every single tax hike.

4, Deregulation. The 102nd and 103rd Congresses saw 42 House votes and 32 Senate votes involving regulatory policy. House members support-
ed less regulation 36 percent of the time, while Senators voted to deregulate 44 percent of the time. : L
Republicans averaged a score of 66 in the House and 67 in the Senate. Democrats averaged 18 in the House and 26 in the Senate.

- TOTAL. All told, the above subindexes and miscellanedus other \}otes on the environment, free trade, privatization'and the like give us a sample of
234 House votes and 192 Senate votes. : } . :
Republicans averaged a score of 71 in the House and 69 in the Senate. Democrals averaged 20 in the House and 23 in the Senate.

TOP GUNS . o ) S . . TOP GUNS

Dick Armey Tex. 93 100 95 95 " 197 Jesse Helms NC. 89 - . 100 100 100 99
Phil Crane - . 97 - 97 100 95 - 96 - Robert Smith NH 8 96 100 - 88 93 - -
William Dannemeyer  Cal. 94 100 100 89 96 Larry Craig Ida. 69 100 95 - 100 93
Bob Stump Ariz. 90 100 100 © 95 96 Steve Symms Ida. 69 96 95 100 91
Mel Hancock  ~ Mo. 90 100 92 86 96 Malcolm Wallop Wy. 69 100 94 86 91
David Dreier Cal. 88 100 100 8 - 92 Hank Brown Col. 79 100 . 95 83 . 88
Dana Rohrbacher - Cal. 93 97 92 90 92 ' Trent Lott Miss. 62 88. 100 81 83
Bill Archer Tex. 97 97 100 95 96 Phil Gramm Tex. 62 87 95 94 82
John Doolittle Cal. 85 100 100 86 91 Jake Gamn Utash 54 88 8 100 82
Dan Burton Ind. 90 97 o 95 91 Connie Mack Fla. 62 79 91 92 79
REP UBtI CAN lEADERSHIP ) REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
Newt Gingrich Ga. .65 . 88 92 .65 76 Bob Dole ‘ Kan. 64 76 77 81 - 75
Bob Michel oI 38 76 92 70 . 64 Alan Simpson Wy. 79 76 76 69 73
Dick Armey Tex., 93. 100 95 95 97 : Orrin Hatch Utah 75 64 90 69 73
LOWEST-RANKING REPUBLICANS ’ ‘ LOWEST- -RANKIN G REPUBLICANS
Bill Green NY. 18 40 38 29 31 " Arlen Specter Pa. 14 24 3 3 35
. Sherwood Boehlert NY. 20 60 46 19 34 . Mark O, Hatfield Oe. 14 20, 57 31 37
- Frank Horton NY. 9 40 77 50 35 » TJames Jeffords ©VL, 43 .54 . 38 19 39
Robert Davis Mich. 12 ~ 54 57 50 ‘36 ) .. Bob Packwood Ore. 14 . 32 57 38 40
- : AID’Amato - - NY. a4 43 77 25 46
1 2 3 4 TOTAL
_ COM SYMPS . . 1 2 3 4 TOTAL
- g . :  COM SYMPS
Tom Foley Wash, . 0 0 0 0 0+ '
Bill Alexander Atk. 0 5 0 6 4 Albert Gore Tenn. 0 17 1 o 7
Dick Gephardt Mo, .2 7 0 5 3 Brock Adams Wash. 0 4 14 6 8
Norman Mineta . Cal. 6 4 0 5 3 . ) Paul Sarbanes Md, 7 8 9 0 9
Louis Stokes " Ohio 3 7 0 5 4 Ted Kennedy Mass, 8 8 9 6 10
Dante Fascell Fla. 0 0 0 11 4 Paul Wellstone Minn, 23 12 14 0 12
David Bonior Mich. 6 4 0 5 4 Claiborne Pelt RL 7 14 12 12
* House speaker Tom Foley voted only 8 times in the 102nd Congress and 10 times in the 103rd, John Kerry Mass, - 21 8 5 6 13
) : Tom Harkin Iowa 15 10 27 0 13
DEMOCRATIC LEADERSHIP
DEMOCRATIC LEADERSHIP
- Tom Foley Wash. 0 0 0 0 0+ ’ :
Dick Gephardt Mo, O 4 0 8 3 George Mitchell Me. 14 12 18 19 16
" David Bonior - Mich. 6 4 0 5 4 Jim Sasser Tenn, 14 24 14 31 19
" Dan Rostenkowski o s 7 8 10 8 Wendell Ford Ky. 0 24 36 50 28
* House caker Tom Foley vofed only 8 times i thé 102nd Congress and 10 times tn the 103¢d. Lloyd Bentsen Tex. 25 2 B 30 29
Fpeaer y : gress S : Daniel Patrick Moynihan N.Y. 21 24 23 31 23
HIGHEST-RANKING DEMOCRATS
! HIGHEST-RANKING DEMOCRATS
Gary Condit Cal, 65 87 T 43 65 :
William Orton Utah 59 70 67 76 65 Richard Shelby Ala, 14 . 56 82 69 50
Tim Pensny Min. 75 - 69 31 62 64 Howell Heflin Ala. 14 56 50 56 44
Earl Hutto Fla, 55 73 92 50 61 Ernest Hollings sC 7 32 59 50 38
Charles Stenholm Tex. 54 n 54 65 61 David Boren Okla. 15 39 19 60 35
Ralph Hall Tex. 41 71 62 85 58 Christopher Dodd Conn. 21 36 32 19 31

Liz Patterson sC. 56 N 62 48 56 Sam Nunn Ga. 21 54 023 27 A
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Just when y you thaughl theyd gone mmy inlo gulag fo oad, your angressmen'
are streamin, f back home from Washington, D.
!

They w1nt fo gel re-elected.
They: know that the American voler wanls spending cuts, and many sponsored
'bills fo (hat elfect in Congress. But promising fo-cut spending is diff

Lactually. volmg o cut spendmg The Iollawmg Congressmen spa ared bills

PROMISED

SPENDING ~ SPENDING  DIFF
SCOUNDREL (MILLIONS) (MILLIONS)
RosLehtinen Fla  -853,169 $55,657 $198,826
Sprant SC. 25065 83,008 108,073
Lancaster © ° NC. -20264 85530 105,794 -
Cramer ’ CAl - 15 346 86,573 101,919
Roemer Ind  -34,792 61,965 96,757
Fowler Fla,  -32355 62,063 24,568
Darden . Ga  -418 . 88662 89,040
Spence 8C.  -26,565 61,801 88,366
Visclosky . Ind. - 14,855:- 66,533 81,388
Smi,RE O, -28949 51960 80,909
Rogers Ky. -789 77,867 78,636
Schenk Ca. - 21,553 56,704 78,257
Machtley RL  -2,260 75,548 77,808
Bentley Md, - 1188 73,457 74,633
Mazzoli Ky, - 5,189 " 68,861 74,050
Haniilton Ind,  -3,176 70,824 74,000
Emerson Mo. - 14917 57,108 72,025
Wilson Tex.  -9.948 61,307 71,255 .
HUFFINGTON Ca. - 14,774 55341 70,085
Coppersmith ~ Ariz, - 9,948 57,349 66,830
Kepur  * Ohio -9,i86 51,534 60,720
Klecza Wis.  -989 58,502 59,491
Giltmor Ohio. -84 58,716 58,300
Sharp Ind.  -3,877 54,598 58,475
Brewster Okl.  -1,082 52,879 53,961

IMPERIAL SENATE _

PROMISED  ACTUAL

SPENDING ~ SPENDING  DIFF
SCOUNDREL (MILLIONS)  (MILLIONS)
Ermest Hollings (S.C.)  -$60,037 $68,126 $128,163
Frank Lautenberg (N.J.) - 38,044 66,314 104,358
Robert Byrd (W. Va) - .8,024 78,390 86,414
Jim Sasser (Tonn.) - 11,083 74,418 85,501
John Kerry (Mass.) -9,625 69,005 78,630

170,552 71,137

Byron Dorgan (N.D.) - 585

Red — Democrat
Blue — Republican

SOURCE: NATIONAL TAXPAYER'S UNION

The NIUs VbteTally system keep.v rrack of how much your
Itis b

is g le to anyone
on 1 the CompuServe system — Just type in “GO TAXPAYER" —and
will give quickly p the g that a represen-

0
taive has endorsed (BillTally) or voted for ( VateTaIIy)

al from -

“"We are. coddlmg dxctators [in Cluna]

- be shipping those poor - people back?

aet cut spendmg, IJut ended. up. vnlmg for a huge net increase in
, . Perl:aps they went fo Boy Clinton’s alma maler: Clinto
the undisputed master of the prevarication. In addition (o te oulngh e
tha! Ldocamented last v h:sl\broken promis

—January 18, 1993

had hoped to invest in your future with-
inp more of you, AndI've worked
arder than Pve ever worked in my life to
oet ﬂmt goal Buot Tcan't”

»«—Febmury 15,1993

e al debate,

“I w111 cat taxes on lhe xmdd class ‘
. ~—same debate, same day .

"Today, we will be renewing China’s MEN
status. . . . We hope to see continned
- mpmvcmem on the human rights front.”

‘ - May 28, 1994

1 will link trade favors to China's human
rights record.”
... —JuIyZJ 1992

56 ﬁnnk !hat Presxdent Bush played :acm]
pohhcs with the Haitian refugees. Iwon't

'Administration to Defend Bush Haitian pn]-
icy in court”

. — Washington Post keadline, Mar. 1, 1993
‘ “anary speech Fla., March27,.1992 ‘ .

“We haye not~ruled out !he use of fotce in “We definitely. will not. be using force. in

Haiti.” . . Haii?

—April 16,1994 _ Sec. of Defense, William Perry, “Larry
- King Live,” April 23, 1994

“Plan for Invasmn of Hmu Out!med By U S:
Officials.”> ~
;—-Nﬂimes headlme, September 14, 1994

‘First Lady pmﬁted by SIOO 000 in cattle

- Wall Slreel Jaurnal heazllme, February
1994

'Deﬁcn after me S!h year of Clinton budget
$233billion

"A Vsmn for Changé, ? Clinton’s budget,
, , documem, February 1993

et new taxes 3267 billion. Net spending
cuis: $55 billion. [83% new taxes, 17% new
dingeuts]

4 ngre,monal Budger O_ﬂ‘ir:e Analys;s of
' Clinton. budget, March 1993

t in 1998 W Lh Chnlon Budget $233
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Widening:t irsit,Te:- ntefeopi. |

ecently, Stanford -University embarked on another
episode of seemingly unextraordinary, reckless fund-fun-
eling in the name of multiculturalism, but the new oc-
casion is more repulsive than the typical university pork-barrel-
ing. Not only has the University
reached a heightened level of profli-
gate spending on ridiculous projects,
but, even more despicably, ithas hon-
ored a present-day relic of the “hip- -
pie” movement — a sixties lefiover
whocontinues torally against the Es-
tablishment on the radical crusade
for “peace,” ecological awareness,
and sexualtevolution. Your Resident -
Assistant? A Columbae or Synergy
student resident? A Fire Truck House
minion? These would be good
guesses wereInotaddressing current
news, and had the issue not involved
a one-shot deal upwards of $1 mil-
Yion from unspecified university funds. I am seferring to Allen
Ginsberg; ahomosexual poetand avid leader of the pro-pedophile
movement in America: a public advocate for what is arguably so-
ciety’s mostdeplored criminal deviance. Unbelievably, heis also
the man from whom the University has agreed to purchase a set
of cultural and literary collections.

Early this quarter, the University agreed to purchase this set
at a price tag of between $1 million and $3 miltion. Armed with
the gun of liberal smugness, and with the shooting already sched-
uled, Stanford bureaucrats are aiming the bulky bullet of royal-
ties right into the pockets of Ginsberg himself. The generous
Stanford stipend is sure to provide Ginsberg with enough leisure

Jack Guerrero

if the nature of the man Stanford is now rewarding were not

. enough to spawn the budgetary gun-control moverent at Stan-

ford, analysis of the actual collection should obviate all doubtand
even conyince the most liberal of the *‘open-minded” at Stanford
to withdraw all support from the acquisition of the Ginsberg
collection,’
It has been confirmed even by major academicians: Gins-
berg’s literary goodies all have little academic significance.
A tecent New York Times article characterizes Ginsberg's
stream-of-consciousness, want-to-be-Elliotian works as
lacking the respect American English professors and schol-
ars of literature attribute to works worthy of university study.
In fact, a Stanford English professor was quoted as saying,
“4f he came down tomorrow, nine-tenths of the English de-
- partment wouldn't turn out for him.” To fail the modem-day

standards of political correctness and academic non-serious-
- ness most English departments'in the country have em-
braced, the Ginsberg works must either be conservative com-
mentaries, or of the quality my 8-year old cousin could pro-
duce!  Certainly, his reputation is inconsistent’ with the
former. So, if his literary works have little academic valve, what
is it about the collection the University finds So treasurable,
enough to pay so much money, for, and even to restrict the most

radical ideologues of the English-major variety from access? !

(Only a select group of researchers will be granted exhibit privi-
leges.) Surely, someone musthave found some glimer of value.

. Stanford’s Director of Collections, Anthony Angiletta,
offers some insight. Hesstates thatthe acquisition “advances Stan-
ford University Libraries’ efforts to develop distinguished collec-
tions insupportof the study of 20th-century culture.” Mr. Angilet-
ta’suniversity-funded world-tours in search of special collections
has kept him away from school too long, -This “treasure chest”

this is not impressive, Though Mr. Angiletta pulls the funding
trigger, the real enlprits are the administration officials supplying
Angiletta with the ammunition. '

Stanford continues to lead political correctuess to new lev-
elsofinanity, and they couldn'thave pickedabetterexample. The
battle is over, and the multiculturalists have apparently won. Re-
warding the man Time magazine refers to as “the leader of a pack
of oddballs” eams Stanford the crown of liberalism. Paying mil-
lions of dollars for an exhibit whose value amounts to little more
than a pair of sneakers is not scholarship —it’s crime.

In the mid-1980s, Stanford had real opportunity to con-
tribute to academic resources when the Reagan Foundation of~
fered the chance to house, free of charge, the $50 million Reagan
Presidential Library and archival facifity that would have offered
unlimited research opportunities to the Stanford community. But
Stariford liberals rancorously protested, influenced the adminis-
tration and ultimately kicked the libraty proposal out of the uni-
versity, Stanford rejects a free $50 million major research library
and the chance to honor a real American hero, and welcomes
Ginsberg's collection of no academic value, at a cost of over $1
‘million, and honors a promoter of pedophilia. You figure it out!

‘The university could have atleast acted alot smarter. By re-
warding equally respectable weirdos from the student body fora
fraction of the costs, the political correctness would have contin-
ved with business as usual, and with actions unnoticed. Actually,
the Review would eventuaily have caught on, but we would have
found it in the ballpark of absurdity, still risible and not quite in
the range of disgust to which this most recent affair brings Stan-
ford liberalism.

dyi He is an op

Jack Guerrero is a senior
editor of The Stanford Review.

to dedicate himself more fully to personal activities, like leading
the North American Man-Boy Love Association torch in the

includes personal . items
such as Ginsberg’s shoes,

march to sexual emancipation. Apparently, Ginsberg will stopat  snippets of his beard, and FI @ R Tz H E',
nothing until he feels fully sexually liberated — thanks to Stan-  thousands of other incredi- y £ 4 VB LYy
ford, money will certainly be no barrier. bly insipid items. If these : ;
" When it takes a conservative student newspaper to atempt  make up his idea of distin-
to convince the University that rewarding a champion of child  guished cultural collec-
‘molestation is a mistake, one knows the axe should have been  tionsof the20thcentury, he

dropped on Stanford’s sexual revolution a long time ago. Unfor-
tunately, the Administration has not let down its moral-relativist
guard, and the result is a university plagued with residential sex-
ual education, condom giveaways, pro-homosexual campaigns,
and now this most recent addition to recognized diversity. Stan-
ford’s multicultural tent is now bigger than we everimagined! As

hasn't given the period a
good look. He may not
have a degree in cultural
anthropology, but  for
someone living everyday
of his life'in the century,

V- Stanford philosophy majors convened a meeting yesterday to ponder the question: If
atree falls in the middle of a Democratic campaign rally which Bill Clinton has promised
to attend, does it make a sound?

v Knee-cap shattering Iogic once agam exploded from the hallowed halls of Zlhe Stan-
ford Daily last Monday. While reflecting on the five-year anniversary of Loma Prieta, the
Daily attributed our falling matriculation yield rate to Loma Priefa They convemenﬂy g
nored the fact that our yield among admitted students had beén falling since 1987, a good
fwo years before the earthquake, and and has sm1ply continued along its down\va.rd paih

. Congrats to Naorm ‘Wolf, who jetted into campus Tast Monday night and preached a
brand of feminism that will not only sell herbooks, but also build acoalition among wornen
that isactually a step forward, Wolf promoted a fight for change from within organizations
“by using market economic strategies instead of the legislative terror that has proven to be
anineptimpetus for change. Wolf also decucd the race and gender focus of so many groups
on campus and — in a truly conservative suggestion — recommended that ethnic and
women’s groups open their meetings and events to the campus as a whole. Granted, Wolf
was talking inidyllic generalities, but she successfully separated herself from the MacK-
innon camp of ferninism that repulses so many men and women alike. -

y Supreme Court Justice Stephen Breyer returned to campus (and its fine collection of
deaf ad rial ears) last weekend and proceeded to administer the thrashing of a life-
 time for Stanford’s Speech Code, In his discussion of free speech during his address at Frost .
. Amphitheatre, Breyer implored that “the principles that underlie free speech might be ap- !

. propriate for {private] institutions to apply even if the law doesn’t make them do it. The -
principle, such as the First Amendment, is there so that people who are very unpopular can | i
speak— people whose views we don’t like.” Breyer’s comments are hardly complex and
esoteric; rather, they are common sense. Then again, nobody has ever accnsed Stanford ad-
ministrators of having common sense:

V  Alsoas part of the Homecoming Weekend activities, a forum of Stanford economists
was convened, The forum came to the conclusion that (gasp...gag...does anyone know the
Heimlich?) our current tax structure discourages individuals from saving. Well, now, did
it take a Ph.D, to come to that conclusion? Any H&R Block hack could have told me that
in a second, but any revelation like this at “government-can-do-no-wrong” Stanford gets
‘headlines. Buy a bottle of champagne and store it in your basement, for if this is the level
of fiscal policy understanding that we as a society have reached, then God knows when
we'll figure out what monetary policy to combat inflation with.

Y oOn secdnd thought, you can drink that champagne:‘lhe Feds bave exonerated Stan-
ford for. the indirect cost screw-ups. We bet that a certain biology professor is now won-
dering why he resigned as University President.
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Socialized Medicine Still L.ooms

am thinking of voting Republican for the -

first time this year. Oh, I've voted for in-

dividual Republicans before, but I'm
thinking about voting Republican when the
only thing I know about the candidates is
their party. >

The reasons are Bill Clinton
and Hillary Rodham, The United
States came within a whisker this
year of socializing medicine. That
is one seventh of the U.S. econo-
my. For sheer scale of communiza-
tion the only historical parallels are
the Soviet Union and Communist
China. If some form of socialized
medicine is promulgated in the
next legislative term, the combina-
tion of command-economy stupid- -
ity and the stiifting of yet another
huge block of costs from old to
young will be the billion tons of
straw that crushes the camel flat,

Only Republican filibustering: got us to
the election recess free from this disaster and
the danger returns as soon as Congress re-
convenes. If the Republican numbers are not
strengthened in the election, socialized
medicine - is still very possible. What a
strange impasse, at this stage in the history of
communism, It is worth looking into the per-
vasive misunderstandings of economic and
moral science that enable such an absurd
predicament.

Some of the blame goes to Economics 1.
Introductory economics-courses alt over the
country, in need of examples of market fail-
ure, depict medicine as a classic example of
an industry where markets do not work. On

the one hand, since medicine is an insured .

market, customers are not shopping with

their own money and have little incentive to

shop for price. Also, providers have,all the
expertise, making it hard for consumers to
shop intelligently. But in fact, the market for
medical services is not nearly as dysfunc-
tional as'it is typically made out to be, and
most of the dysfunction that does exist is not
inherent but is a result of egregious govemn-
ment regulation.

The great majority of trips to the doctor
or hospital are simple trips in and out that are
not very costly in hospital time and materials,
In an unregulated market, the insurance that

“people would buy would usually not cover

these trips. No rational person would buy
herself medical insurance with less than a
couple thousand dollar deductible. It is just
much more efficient to self-insure (fo-save).
In fact, a thousand dollar deductible plan
costs almost five hundred dollars Iess than'a
five hundred dolar deductible plan. It’s bet-
ter to pay the lower premium and put the dif-
ference in a bank account, Insurance is cost-

1y, and anyone with savmgs is already self -in-

sured.

insurance exists is because the government
provides hefty tax incentives for firms to pro-
vide indome to employees in the formn of

", _health insurance. To take advantage; firms

offer more health insurance, in the form of
lower deductibles, than rational people
would ever buy without tax incentives. If this
perverse tax incentive were eliminated or re-
versed, routine medical care would no longer
be an insured industry and would quickly be-
come much. more cost efficient. Everyone
would be shopping with real money and

price competition would become as strong as -
inother arkets. I wasrecently charged $280

for having an intern squirt saline in a nail
puncture and give me a tetanus shot. With
competition, that five minutes of service
might cost $50 dollars,

Alec Rawls -

The 6nly reason low deductible health -

-. Without low deductibles, only catas-

trophic health care would be an insured in--

dustry, but here, too, getting employers out of

the business of buying health insurance for -

employees would go along way towards let-
ting - market forces
work, When employers
buy health insurance for

not choosing for them-
selves what particular
coverages are worth the
cost. As a result, , no
market develops for in-
surance that lets people
optoutof coverages that
are not worth the cost,

ample. How many cou-
ples of child bearing age

= would be willing to pay
a couple hundred dollars a month for insur-
ance to keep a non-viable preemie alive until
it dies? It should be none. The medical bene-
fit is zero and the average cost for this service
is a quarter million dollars. Yet everyone is
presently buying this coverage, spread out
between those who are at risk for incurring it
and those who ate not, because people are not
buying their own insurance and deciding

employees, people are '

Consider an ex- -

My shopping for price helps you by
keeping prices down, even though I do not
take this benefit into account when I shop for
price. When low deductibles and employer-
provision keep people from choosing for
themselves what is worth their own money,
we all lose the external benefit of price com-
petition, and it becomes efficient to use a tax
to force people to take this cost into account.

One thing that really confuses bealth

policy is our failure to understand the impli-
cations of moral science for public policy.
People have some idea that, because health
problems are largely a matter of natural acci-
dent, social policy should see to it that every-
one pays the same amount for health insur-
ance, regardless of anyone’s known health
risks. Undeserved differences would then be
ameliorated rather than exacerbated. To im-
plement this leveling it is necessary to dictate
the same coverage for everyone, eliminating
individual judgments about what coverages
are worth spending one’s own money on and
requiring instead an entire system of social-
ized medicine.

But a basic principle for achieving dis-
tributional justice is that policy should not try
to achieve whatever distributional goals so-
ciety sets in each market but should be con-
cerned only with the sum of distributional ef-

what coverages are fects in all markets, A
worth spending  their N person  with  high
own money on. Fully half of a person’s ~ healthrcosts might, in
wccwouamnicpy, lWetime medical B SR
cedures by medical exp'snd_itures ‘currently  oftalents andluckof a
benefit per doliar H Bill Gates, leaving
spent. Oregon has al- are Spent on dylng' him, in sum, one of the
ready done a tremendous wealthiest people. on

amount of work coming up with such a rank-
ing for ailocating their public health funds.
Individuals buying private health insurance
would pick a cut off point in such a ranking
and choose to be insured for all services
above the cut off point, plus they could tailor
their coverage to include or exclude any par-
ticular procedures that they thought were or
weren’t worth.the cost.

‘Medical benefit would vary accordmg ’

to the demographic status and health history
of a client. A life-saving operation has less
medical benefit for a patient who has full
blown AIDS or for a ninety-year-old than for
aperson who could otherwise be expected to
live along and healthy life. Similarly, the.cost
of being insured for a particular procedure
would vary by demographic status, since
some people will be at higher risks of need-
ing the procedure. All the relevant informa-
tion could be punched into a computer and
the estimated medical benefifs and the costs

of being insured for each service could be -

printed out.
This system would cure one half of the
problem of an insured market for catastroph-

ic, care. Catastrophic services would still be .

paid for with insurance money, but at Jeast
people would be deciding what coverages
were worth their own money. In sum, three

quarters of the insured-market problem .

would be eliminated, Costs would be higher

than if price competition were in operation,’

but the size of the problém would be much
more manageable,

All of these changes should follow just-

from de- couphng health insuranice from em-
ployee remuneration, which, itself, should
only take removal of the tax break for em-
ployee health: benefits, Because- of inertia,
this de-coupling might not occur unless there
were actually a tax penaity foremployer-pro-
vided health insurance. Such’a tax would be
justified by the external benefits that price
competition provides.

Earth. It would obvmusly be perverse from a
distributional standpoint to subsidize this
person in the health market, and this is a gen-
eral principle.

1 was talking about socialized medicine
to a woman last year and she was mad that
routine mammograms might not be covered
in Clinton’s plan, I explained to her that non-
contingent costs should never be covered by
insurance; they just inake the insurance pre-
mium go up by the certain-to-be-incurred
amount, Since the service is paid for within-
surance money, price competition disappears
and everyone ends up paying five times as
much.

Still, she wondered why she should have
to pay for mammograms just because she
was a woman, I told her she had just an-
swered her own question. Everyone pays the
costs and reaps the benefits of being them-
selves. If some people in sum end up needing
some help to getaleg up on life, that is where
our priority for distributional justice should
go. Welfare for upper middle class women
would be-absurd even if it weren’t an engine
of inefficiency.

;. Beyond setting up an equitable tax.sys-
tem, the proper role of governmient in achiev-
ing distributional justice is to provide a safe-
ty net with full incentives for people to be re-
sponsible for Lhemselves In health care this
means g1 dard of
medlcal benefit per dollar spent that would
be provided to anyone who wants it and can-

‘not otherwise afford it, To preserve incen-"

tives not to treat the safety netas a hammock,
all services would be billed at fulf cost andre-
couped according to ability to pay over the
life of the recipient.

_ Ingeneral, billing this way for safety-net

+ assistance enables more generous help: be-
* cause it cuts down the room for abuse. Those

who do abuse it by running up bills beyond
any prospect’ or evidence . of repayment

_ would have to be cut off from more generous

help. Far more people could be helped
through rough times by such a system than by
any system of perfunctory disbursements.

In health care, billing for services ren-
dered would give impoverished people an in-
centive to buy insurance, for which they
should also be able to get loans — again, to
be paid back over the rest of their lives, But
no one should have insurance automatically
provided, or we abandon expectations of per-.
sonal responsibility.

With minimum standards in place —
they could be set as high as society deems ap-
propriate — hospitals would be free not to
provide services beyond the standard unless
private insurance or direct payment were in
place to cover the costs. This is the only way
that we will ever stop squandering vast, irra-
tional amounts of money on dying.

Fully half of a person’s lifetime medical
expenditures currently are spent on dying.
The reason is that we have already socialized
medicine for old people. The elderly should
be asking themselves: “Do I really want to
spend a thousand dollars a month of my chil-
dren’s inheritance for insurance coverage to
pay for six months and two hundred thou-
sand dollars of misery at the end of my life?”
As it is, the costs are spread over everyone
and the inheritance of the young is squan-
dered without anyone ever accounting the
costs.

Other necessary reforms involve mov-
ing from our current group-based cost-shar-
ing systern of insurance to a true actuarial in-
surance that is based on individual character-
istics and that fully captures the costs

_associated with new information that comes

out about an individual’s health in an insured
period. (Present group based insurance al-
lows insurers to evade their insurance func-
tion by allowing healthy people to move out
of groups, leaving the sick to pay their own °
medical bills.) These reforms would occur
automatically with the kind of individually
calculated insurance po]icies described
above.

Bill and Hlllary are a pair of old fash-
ioned-socialists/new-fangled-cc
Clinton is so widely desplsed because he has
become the symbol of Democrat betrayal:
winning elections by talking: about market-
oriented reforms and individual responsibili-
ty only to champion socialist policies that €x-
tend the dole and treat working people as
nothing but a source of tax revenue. Given
that it took the Republicans o stall the head-
long rush to socialized medicine, 1 have
come to the conclusion that the symbolism is
accurate. .

The, Democratic party is rotten fo the
core with these “Old Democrats,” posturing
incessantly to look tough on big government
and tough on crime and-topgh on illegal im-
migration and tough on paying people for
having babies they can’t raise, but their true
conviction is soft on all of these issues. They
have sympathy for everyone but those sup-
posedly privileged people who are trying to
live responsible lives. They have no grasp of
what is clean and upright and how a respon-
sible society wants to comport itself.

1 am actually going to vote Republican.

Alec Rawls is pursuing a Ph.D. in economics.
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Bllllona]re alums give Stanford mllllOIIS

By Lucis Mast
Slaff Wmer

Alumm David Packard and William -

Hewlett donated $77.4 million towards the

construction of a science and engineering.

quad. The grantwill go down in history as the
largest grant ever given to, Stanford. While

this donation is substantial, there still remains
$32 million to be covered by the University.
This money will reportedly come out of the
capital budget, other donations, and a $2 mil-
lion grant from the National Science Founda-
tion. The construction of this quad will pro-
pel Stanford into the next century with a pre-
miere research facility. The New

the garage where it aII began

Wlham Hewlett and Dawd Packard retumto

York architecture firm of Pei Cobb
Freed and Partners anticipates that
the new quad, yet to be named, will
be completed by 1999,

Both Hewlett and Packard
were very excited about the impact
that their donation would have on
the University in the future. “The
University has been burdened by
debt, especially augmented by the
earthquake damage,” said Hewlett.

ulty and students alike. Stanford
was a university that had roots in
science and research and thus far it
has maintained this status.”
Hewlett’s ultimate hope is that
Stanford “maintain a preeminence
as an academic institution and are-
search pioneer in science and tech-
nology.” Packard added that he
hoped his gift “will pot Stanford
~ ahead of therest of our nation’s col-
leges and universities in the fields
of science and engmeermg — that
is my wish.”
The current Physics Tank
will be demolished in exchange for
a walkway lined with palm trees

“T hope that it will benefit both fac- :

which will connect the current Quad with the
new science and engineering quad. The new
design appears to create a synthesis which
will hopefully spur more interaction with sci-
ence/engineering students and those studying
humanities and social sciences, better known
as “techies” and “fuzzies,” respectively.
Physical separation of the existing buildings
limits interaction.

The architect heading the project, James
Ingo Freed, is lauded as being a creative force

in his field. Other projects he has designed -

and constructed include the National Holo-
caust Museum in Washington D.C. and the
new Main Library in San Francisco. Freed is
working in conjunction with University ar-
chitect David Neuman in hopes of maintain-
ing the spirit of the motifs currently expressed
in Stanford buildings throughout campus.

The plan to build a new science and en-
gineering gquad originated in a 1986 project
entitled Near West, At the time, Hewlett
pledged $40 million as a kickoff donation in
hopes of integrating the science and engineer-
ing quad into the ofiginal quad.

Much change is inherent in the massive
undertaking: 1) A new building will be erect-
ed to house materials science research, re-
placing the Physics Tank. 2) Anew statistics

- building will be erected. 3) Anew lecture hall

complex (one room will contain a’450-seat
lecture .hall, another will have seating for
about 200 students), will go up. 4) A new
courtyard and arcade will be built.

Proposition 187:
_ A panel discussion

Modelatm

Lms Fraga, Dolitical Science
plofessox

Pro-187

- Lyrm Young, South Bay
Clnzens for Imnugl ation

Anman Verjee, The Stanford
’ Review

Bud Rldley, Yes on 187

AnH-187

' Traéy Sallowitz, Taxpayefs .
Against 187

Father Tom Smolich,
Dolores Mission, East LA

Frank Wu; Californians

United Against 187

Kresge -Auditorium
Wednesday, Oct. 26

7 pm

By Ed Malone
Senior Staff Writers

On last Tuesday at Tresidder Oak Bast, Dr.
Raymond Dennehy advocated a law that is
grounded in human nature and (ranscends
human law: the natural law. Said Dennehy,

- “Virtues have standards, -virtues have a goal
and they are in harmony with human nature.”
* . Dennehy explained that although natural
~law is grounded'in' objective

knowledge it requires disci- i
pline on the part of the in- Human
- dividual to accept and in- - tI, anscends

gest that knowledge: - *
“When I cultivate virtue in my nature, T make
myself into a new nature. When I decide that
T’'m going to live according to a moral standard,
a standard which I understand to be the right
' ‘one, then [the standard] becomes my.law.
“Knowledge that we call objective is pub-
lic. And yet it’s personal, because 1 [must]
* judge it to be true-or false. Knowledge always
requires responsibility.”™
The classical rival to natural law theory,
according to the professor, is cultural rela-
tivism, or subjectivism, which holds that every
ethical principle is relative to historical con-
‘text, to culture, or to the individual. Dennehy, -
however, ‘believes that humans are endowed
with the same nature; and that certain truths are
- universally applicable to that nature..” -
“Human nature transcends cultures,” ar-
gued Dennehy. “However we differ ethnically,
.linguistically, and racially, we are all equally

Need a little more work

Dennehy criticizes
cultural relatwlsm

‘human bemgs and the stzmdard for our fulfill-

ment happens to be universal even though we
get our norms from society.
“We are not totaily bound by our ethno-

centric or our historical context. Through-ed-

ucation, we rise above it because we rely less
and less on our imagination and emotion and
senses — all of which are liable to domination
by historical forces.”

Dennehy ‘also noted the ignorance about

. natural law that pervades

- academia, “Natural law in

nature . law school doesn’t add up to
cultures” much. It’s not given serious

treatment.” said Dennehy.
“It’s given a'bad rap . . . And if you want to

know what the contemporary professional’
thinks of the natural law, maybe the Clarance .

Thomas hearings is a good example ;.. Sen-
ator Biden, the head.of the Senate Judiciary
Committee .confessed ignorance about the
natural - law [when questioming Judge
Thomas}.” :

The University of San Francisco profes-
sor pointed out the irony of the fact that schol-

ars don’t-know. much.about the natural law -

even though our nation’s civic law was found-
ed on natural morality. For example, the Dec-
laration of Independence mentions “unalien-
able,” or God-given, rights.

According to Dennehy, the theory of nat-
ural law died out in the 19th century, but re-
ceivedlife during the Nuremberg trials, where
Nazis were charged with “criines against hu-

manity.”

going into midterms?

Join our production team.
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By Victoria Markova * .

Staff Writer ’ :

Late-last week the Conumittee, on Un-

dergraduate Education completed their mis-

sion and published a report concerning the

possible improvements that ¢an'be made in

the sphere of undergradiate . education at

Stanford, The Commitfee’s report is the first

comprehensive study of undergiaduate edu-

cation at Stanford sirice-1968." .

; Appointed in October 1993 by Stanford

i President Gerhard Casper, CUE was

¢harged with the task of reséarching under-

graduate studies, identifying problem areas

and proposing “specific solutions for the

overall improvement of academics at Stan-

ford, Inits membership, CUE included four-

teen faculty, two students, two alumni, and

the Vice Provost of Institutional Planning. -

quncidentz\lly, somie of the published

recommendationsof the Committee agreein

pature with curricultm changes proposed in

the October 10th issue of The Stanford Re~

; view. For instance, CUE found the present

: forin of the Cultures, Tdeas and Valucs e-

i quirement to be lacking in “coherence’” and

tobé in fieed of revamping. The Co

is proposing to “clarify the purpose” of cv

“by developing courses that focus on the his-

torical evolution and comparative analysis
of cultural traditions.” = :

Currently, the so-called Cuitures re-

quirgment is composed of CIV, American

and World Culwres, and Gender Studies.

CUE recommends that these five arcas be

¢ Ginsberg

continued from front page
The immense,

encompasses many objects
scholars with sources of

manuscripts of 14,000 titles by the avthor,
; journals, and 4,000 letters that include correspondence
! with Abbie Hoffman, Bobby Kennedy and Burroughs.
has also drawn criticism
from many members of the Stanford community. Forone, -
the expensive collection’ contains items whose academic
worth might be characterized as dubious at best, For ex-
ample, as a part of the deal, Stanford picked up snippets of
Ginsberg's hair, some dried plant vines from South Amer-
ica, and even a pair of old sneakers that the poet wore in
1965, At a time when the
University is cutting funding to various academic depart-
ments and bieeding red ink onto its projected budget,
some might question the wisdom of such a vast expendi-
ture if the items are of little scholarly value.

Many students are also bothered by the controversial "
nature of Allan Ginsberg himself. For instance, included
sn his early journals are passages where he details the
growing awareness of his own homosexuality, and in his
jater poems he makes numerous explicit references to his
Ginsberg’s sexual
preferences are Iore than mere literary references: heisa
prominént ‘member of the North American Man Boy Love
Association, an organization devoted to making homo-
sexual pedophilia a legal and accepted practice.
said in an inter-

i view that the poet ‘is nota pedophile,” and that his mem-
bership inNAMBLAs purely a “civil rights issue.”” Nev-
‘ertheless, Ginsberg himself has made public comments {0

However, the collection

communist Czechoslovakia in

-preference for young, male lovers.

- Bob Rosenthal, Ginsberg’s secretary,

the contrary.
One concerned sophomore,
think that buying the collection of ‘a

icould be defrimental to support from alumni and yield
rates, the areas we need a lot of help with. Also, the ac-
people that find pe-

quisition is an insult to all those

ophilia ‘Tmorally questionable.”
There 3

dergrousid e

collection” might contain

ArMertinn -Angiletia responded that he

and often bizarre, collection contains
over 300,000 pieces and spans most of the author’s life. It
that will no doubt provide
academic interest, such as
400 notebook

Marni Haugen, said, “I
! known member of
i . NAMBLA and a-known pedophile sends a message to the
o o " world that Stairford holds mor2 values inlow regard. ‘This

 concern that thie smatterings of scarce un- -
wspapers and mimeograph magazinés in the
iilegal pedophilic material.
However, when asked about the possibility of such in the
swould not judge

E. delivers final

consolidated into a three-quarter sequence
by 1998, thereby eliminating American and
‘World Cultures as separaté requirements.
The Gender Studies requirement; however,
isstilla controversial issue for the members
of the Committee and consensus was not
reached on it. It is ironic that a politically-
charged requirement like Gender Studies
can persist in curriculum that officially
subscribes to the notion that “a commitment
to free inquiry means the willingness o re-
sist political interferénce.” Apart from these
Tonger-term changes, CIV (which is fo gen-
erally retain its current form for now) is to
undergo immediate changes “t0 restore a
sense of common purpose and curricular
consistency.” C

The Committee found the present form
of the Writing and Critical Thinking re-
quirement to be a very enlightening and
necessary element in each undergraduate’s
experience. As such, it was recommended
that this requirement not only be retained

but also expanded so that “cach department .

or degree-granting prograrm has at least one
writing-intensive cOUrse, which its majors

are required to pass.” Many students criti- -

cized the CUE's recommendation as sim-
ply praising the requirement itself and not
focusing on the controversial content of
some classes. In the past two years, the
Writing and Crifical Thinking program has
been criticized for mandating community
service and the presence of ‘political ideol-
ogy in the classroom. ’

in advance whether the material was illegal or lega ' He

also stated that the University would not “gelf-censor” ob-
scene Of objectionable ‘material contained within the

archives.

goodies may
several years yet.

for researchers. Angiletta

Thé Ginsberg archives
sive acquisition in recent ye
past few years, Stanford
archives of poets

But beyond the moral dilemma posed by the material
in the archives and the personality behind it, a more prac-
fical problem with the acquisition raises its ugly head: the
not be available for extensive research for
More than 175,000 iterns have been
stored in deposit at Columbia University, but much of the
memorabilia has been stac
apartment and crammed into storage lockers. The status

of these articles is still largely an unkown variable in the

mix, and it may require thousands of doilars and several

years 1o restore parts of the collection to a state compati-
ble with research.

Stanford admifted that

, shipped to the university over the next six months, it will

be some time before they can be catalogued and readied

some access by late spring,
guide; that predicition ‘might be overly optimistic.

pressive collection of Amegican post-war poetry. In the

Robert Creeley and Denise Levertov.

Farther, the CUE proposed
the creation of a new core require-
ment to teach science, mathemat-
ics, and technology to non-scien-
tists. In an effort to accommodate
non-scientifically inclined stu-
dents, the Commitice recom-
mends that a three-quarter. se-
quence called “Introduction to the
Natural- Sciences, Quantitative
Analysis, and Technology” be es-
tablished. This year-long science
core will incorporate the require-

 ments currently included in the
current Distribution Areas 4, 5, -
and 6. Observational skills are to be empha-
sized through mandatory 1ab work. :

The conception of language proficiericy
is to be extended to one year of college in-
struction or the passing of a proficiency ex~
amination. The Committee deemed lan-
guages important in the search for knowl-
edge and vital to the University’s fulfillment
of its mission.

‘Whether the proposed changes from
the CUE will be a dramatic face-ift for the
University or merely amount to superficial
changes is up to University officials to de-
cide. Many students have voiced concern
that the incorporation of the American and
World Studies requirements into CIV
would dilute the latter, This is a particular
concern as many feel that the focus has al-
ready been lostin the CIV tracks. Butsome
students, on the other hand, Taud the elimi-

ked in Ginsberg's New York

James Sheehan was the chalman of the
Gommittee on Undergraduate Education.

Sl

nation of the two DRs, since this move
would open up space for more curricular
experimentation. ‘

The creation of a science core hasbeen

critiqued by many students as threatening
to the already DR-packed schedule of
freshmen: Under the current system, oné
can choose to combine science DRs with
other courses in any quarter of one’s under-
graduate stay. .

The final student concem relates to the
cost of the CUE’s proposals. Can the Uni-
versity, in a time of budgetary constraint,
find sufficient resources to fund the pro-
posed changes? And wouldinvestment into

“these recommendations’ indeed improve

undergraduate education? Many queéstions
remain unanswered, but, the bail has been
thrown in the. University’s coutt, so only
time will tell. .

Over a year has passed since the University procured
Creeley’s collection,

Tn addition, the recent acquisitions. of the Mexican
American Legal Defense Fund’s archives
WNational Council Miraza’s
ahead of this coliection, will further delay the opening of
the Ginsberg collection. And
berg paraphenalia, which was supposed to arrive at theend
of last month, has yet to arrive. -

1n the case of the immense Ginsberg acquisition, then,
it could take a while to organize the collection so that any-
ofie may view it.

and it has not yet been opened.

along with the
archives, which are queued

the first shipment of Gins-

«The classification of the archive ... cdi

take several years,” Angiletta said. The sheer volume of

sibility of cos!

the collection is such that it occupies 1,500 linear feet of
space, and would entirely fill :
pranch. Angiletta acknowledged the daunting task before
him, and admitted that «it s dubious whether [he] would
ever buy a collection this large again.” :

The enormity of the coliection raises questions about
the additional cost to maintain such a collection. Accord-
ing to Kimball, when collections first arrive on campus
they often need to be re-housed.
housing documents is about $18 per linear foot. Thus, the
expense of re-housing
$27,000. Furthermore,
kept in environments with a stable temperature and hu-
midity, it will cost Stanford just to maintain the archives
in proper conditions. .

" But what irks many students even more than the pos-
ly delays in the opening of the archives is
that even when the collection comes on line, it will notbe
widely available to the typical Stanford student. :

According to Margaret Kimbali, the ditector of spe-
cial collections, access will be limited to approved fe-
searchers only. Kimball stated, “[the Special Collections]

Palo Alto’s main library

The average cost of re-

the material could be about
because special collections are

are not a browsing kibrary . ... Not just any student can g0

lections.

So what constitutes

although the items will be

said that scholars may have
but if recent history is any

maik Stanford’s most expen-
ars, and adds to an already im-

University has acquired the

see what is in there.”” She also indicated that only students
conducting legitimate research may actually view the col-

A library representative

“legitimate research,” and who
determines who is doing it? +Kimball said that anyone in-
terested in viewing the “coliection-would have to eXpIess
their interest.to the. libraries.-
would then interview the applicant in order to decide
whether the research is “Jegitimate” or not: -

Tn'othet words, access (0 special collections are strict-
ly controlled and related resedrch must be approved in ad-
vance, - Students, interested in Ginsberg’s work will prob-
ably never get {6 view the -collection, even though the
“yniversity resources” that they finance were tapped in
order to acquire it.
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continued from page 5

A second important issue in the
race is illegal immigration, Brown il-
lustrated just how out of touch she is

with California when she announced

during a Los Angeles Town Hall

agree. Two out of three support Propo-
sition 187, which would deny school-
ing and. non-emergency health ser-
vices to illegal immigrants. Brown, of
course, vehemently opposes this mea-
SUIe.
" Pete Wilson feels differently, He
sued the federal government to stop il-
legal immigration, and demanded re-

speech:  “Ilegal immigration is

" " wrongly seen as a cause” of problems

. in California, Most Californians dis-

imt to Califoria taxpayers

- for its costs to the state,. Wilson be-

lieves that “illegal immigration is

admit they enjoy it.”

“It’s easy to bave principles when you’re rich. The impor-
tant thing is to have principles when you’re poor.”

“Y don’t mind their having a lot of money, and I don’t care
how they employ it, but I do think they damn well ought to

— Ray Kroc

— Ogden Nash

“There must be a reason why some people can afford to live
well. They must have worked for it. I only feel angry when I
see waste, When I see people throwing away things we could
use.”

— Mother Teresa

“A businessman is a hybrid between a dancer and a calcula-
tor.”

— Paul Valery

“Never borrow money except for a primary residence, edu-
cation, or emergency health problems.”

— Oid Southern saying

“There are three things.the average man thinks he can do
better than anyone else: build a fire, run a hotel, and man-
age a baseball team.”

— Rocky Bridges
“This ain’t a football game, we do this everyday.”

— ex-Baltimore Orioles manager Earl \Véaver

T think it is almost universally the case that corrections do
not get the same play as the original sensationalized stories...
The damage done by headlines can never quite be undone.”

— Stanford President Gerhard Casper

‘emding the quality of life for every

Califomian,” and has made Proposi-
tion 187 a comerstone of his cam-
paign.

And for those Republicans who
think Wilson is too “squishy or moder-
ate,” keep this in mind: Wilson has
moved to the right of Kemp and Ben-
nett, both of whom recently came out
against Proposition 187, on immigra-
ton,

The third issue is taxes. Many
voters are petrified that Brown would
raise taxes through the roof. Judging
from her record, these fears are quite
justified, Just this year, the Treasurer
proposed hikes in sales and income
taxes to the tune of $5 billion, In the
last three-and-a-half years, she has
proposed to increase taxes 8 times.
The problem with Brown lies in her
economic ideology, which her former
economic adviser describes as a “big-
labor-oriented perspective more firm-
ly rooted in the politics of the 1930s or
19605

And what about Wilson? Yes, the
Govemor raised taxes his first year in

office (a move that won him a hearty

congratulations  from  Kathleen
Brown). But people forget about an-
other prominent Republican governor
who capitulated to political pressure
and rpised taxes. His name was
Ronald Reagan, and he went on to be-
come the greatest president of our
time.

Wilson has resisted the tempta-
tion to raise taxes again, in the face of,
extraordinary pressure from Califor-
nia liberals and the media. Would
Brown have done the same? He has
also balanced three straight budgets
without new taxes and has continued
to state his opposition to new tax in-
creases, Wilson has hopefully learned
from his mistake, and if the last few
years mean anything, voters can ex-
pect him to hold the line on new taxes.

Crime, illegal immigration, taxes.
These are the issues voters care about.
And Wilson outclasses Brown on all
three.

Maybe this is why so many
Democratic insiders, sensing a futility
inBrown’s campaign, are beginning to
focus their energies on other races.
Surely this is why voting for Pete Wil-
son is betterthan the alternative, a lib-
eral Democrat with no accomplish-
ments other than the name Brown.

One more thing: If you think Wilson

in ‘96 sounds bad, how about Brown
in2000?

Adam Ross is a senior studying economics
and political science. He is a former
editor-in-chief of The Stanford Review.
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Inside the Food Service monopoly

AN INDEPENDENT STUDENT PU

Purhcase of costly meal plans is mandated because they help
bring about goals of Residential Education program

By Thorvin Anderson
Staff Writer ’

Of all the monies which Stanford students annu-
ally wishes good-bye, perhaps among those most tear-
fully lamented are the vast sums gobbled up by a food
service which some students feel is not providing op-
timal value. While students on'regular meal plans are

| Care for a Food Service menu?
{ Grilled wna salad $600
{ Chesseburger ‘ $3.90
| Side of fries $1.50
| Canofsoda $0.96
‘Snapple (473 mi) ; $1.98
| Roast turkey sandwich. . $2.85

spending well over a hundred dollars every week on
food, both of their parents, and quite possibly a broth-
er or sister, are getting along quite well on that amount
back home. :

Aside from being high, the Stanford Food Service
rates are also presented in a rather illusory light. Astu-
dent on the regular A la Carte plan pays $1,195 for a

mere 992 points, Thus the item offered for three points
actually costs the student $3.61 in real currency.
Although the meals-per-week system lacks the
deceptive twist of the A la Carte plans, it can nonethe-
less set a student at a serious financial disadvantage.
Students pay for a given number of meals every week.
of the quarter, regardless of whether or not they actu-
ally consume them. Those who miss the two-hour
time frame of dinner one evening not only pay the up-

wards of eight dollars for the dinner they missed, but -

must procure substitute nourishment elsewhere for ad-

1 ditional cost. Thus, total expenditures for food exceed

the prices of the meal plans, . .

For students living in dorms, that is, all freshme
and many upperclassmen, purchase of a meal plan is
mandatory. Food Service Operations Manager Craig
Mitchell sees this as an expression of University val-
ues. Meal plan purchase is compulsory in order to fur-
ther Residential Education’s goals of bringing students
in a given residence together at meal times for discus-
sion and other interaction. .*"That’s part of the educa-
tion,” he ‘stated, and in response to suggestions of
hanging the purchasi date replied, “I don’t be-

continued on page 5

Awaiting Taco Bell

By Eric Jackson
Staff Writer

Even though nearly a year has gone by since the Uni-
versity promised to install a Taco Bell at Tresidder Union, it
appears that for now Stanford students shouldn’t get their
hopes up about seeing the popular Mexican fast food chain
on campus in the immediate future.
. According to Gabriel Lucas, financial manager for the
ASSU, it was the popular sentiment of the students that con-
vinced Univessity officials to present Taco Bell as an inex-
pensive dining altemative for the more frugal residents of the
Fammn. In addition to this, numerous rooms in Tresidder were
sitting unoccupied. The obvious course of action, putting a
Taco Bell in one of the empty rooms, secmed simple.

The University initially anticipated litle trouble in

. startingup the Taco Bell, but what seemed simple at the out-

set rapidly become exceedingly complex, and expensive.
According to Assistant Director of the Stanford Shopping
Center Dorothea Gregowski, Stanford spent around
$40,000 on the necessary equipment for the restaurant, on
the assumption that the fast food franchise would getupand
nmningrelatively quickly and easily. Bon Appetit, thecater-
ing company that currently operates the Coffee House and
has exclusive rights over other food services at Tresidder,
would run the Taco Bell.

A run to the border - but not yet

Mary(flark, the general manager of Bon Appetit, states

that “prices [at the University Taco Bell] were slated to be
the same as those at the one in Palo Alto,” indicating that
most of the entrées available would cost less than a dollar,

continued on page 3
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Grape committee
Grapes could become a thing of

the past here at Stanford, The
University may ban them. The

committee on grapes will make
its report to President Casper
any day now.

News 10
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distributed withot charge to the Stan-
ford community every Monday during
the academic year, except during firials
and dead week. S
. Opinions expressed herein are those
of theauthors, and donot necessarily rep-

" resent The Stanford Review. -

The Stanford Reviewy welcomes Jet- . °

fers from its readers on any topic, Sub-: ||

ission constitutes testimony to the ac-
curacy and originality of the work. The
Stanford Reviewteserves the right to edit
letters for space and clarity, Please in-
clude your name, address, and Stanford
affiliation, Leifers can be delivered.to *
room 205 of the Storke Publications
Building or mailed to: Letters to the E
tor, Fhe Stanford Réview,P.0. Box2343
.Stanford, CA, 94309,

Bditorials (415)723-8221"
Fax: (415)725-1983 -0 -
Email; révie_vw@_(s;sjan\f'o@.ed‘uv o

pTost i
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Please 'recyclé the Review.
Give it fo a friend!

Viewpoint 2

FROM: THE EDITOR

Reality
Individual income taxes in 1980: $244 billion
Individual incoem taxes in 1990: $476 billion

L Clinto‘n’s_p.eak'v

“The problem of the structural deficit ié Tooted in the
early 1980s when we cut income taxes ., .”
n : ~— Putting People First, July 1992

National defense spending in 1980; 5.1 % of GDP

% .. and increased defénse spending.”.
) ’ — Ibid.  National defense spending in 1992; 5.0 % of GDP". ..

“Do they really want this contract, which will certainly Unemployment rate in 1980: 7.5 - Lo
lead to higher deficits, cuts in Medicare and throw us back to  Unemployment rate in 1990: 5.1. .

_the years of the ‘80s, when we lost jobs and weakened our

country?”
— New York Times, October 8, 1994

RN “The COifl{pt' dé-néﬂﬁng:Valqeé of the 19808 must neyer “Documents reveal that First Lady made profits of 132100:,000
. “mislead us‘again.. Never dagain should Washington reward ’
* those whio'speculate in paper, instead of those Who put people

. from $1,000 investment in cattle futures, in ten months” -
f . — Wall Street Journal headline, April 15, 1994
rst” BN el A . .

' “Middlo-class Americans are working harder forless+ Median fainily income, 1981 (in 1990 dollars): $30,916

. - . 5 Percentage of taxes paid by bottom 50 percent in 1980: 74 -
— last presidential debate, October 19 1992 Percentage of taxes paid by bottorn 50 percent in 1990: 6.2
. ’ to : -~ Internal Revenue Service
Percentage of federal taxes paid by top 1 percent in 1981: 17.6
Percentage of federal taxes pajd by i#b 1 percent in 1988: 27.5
‘. - — The Futility of\Raisjhk Tax Rates, Bruce Bartlett

““We ask the richest two percent of Americans to pay a

. — September 26, 1992 o
. Real education expenditures , 1980: $4,029
Real education expenditures eht, 1992; $5,850
R ¥ it{onal Education Almanac

‘— A Vision for Change

Drumroll Please. . . . ,
" Oh-s6 nice.of the Daily to deliver their columnists for this volume before the first wave of .
midterms, don’t you think. Well, after a’ couple bad crops it seems that the Daily columns
- might provide readers with reason to actually read them — a welcome change for every large
lecture hall student. You’ve come a long way, baby, but you are still a long way away:

Now Jon, do we reaily make many friends when wé talk
about death all the time? You gotta admit that it was one hel-
"lava match to run the Grim Reaper’s colurmn on Monday,
thdugh. C o )

Jonathan

Housfon [ERES ST

A Follow me on this one, Chns Lq’s"buy the Himalayas, make
Chris . them into Himalayaland, apd"ﬂ_x‘at way we can preserve that

Carlsten

“mi casa, su casa” bfeevlir'lg for etemity. W_hlaydo ybu say?
Hell, we’ll get stinkin’ rich spirifually, t0o.

Elizabeth .~ Ideas have consequerices? In{agine ﬂlﬂ{, but try telling that to
Kelly ' ‘
: . : -‘,‘I?I.cily‘Sidewa]l‘{s: Dailymari ~:ve've got 4 1t on our hands

N l"dmd who doesn’t wear tights, call himself a professor, or even -

Green answer to N'Gai.’ ' o e c
;‘f_ Amj, yoi: askcd,'so you wilt get. Res Ed is a wom‘égn putﬁng acon-
Anmn " dom on a banana with her.mouth, Res Ed is seven sex ed programs
Porleus + * in thé Donnet dérin during the 92-93 school year. Enough?

cios . o B LR I RIS I I i




«sive“societal change can
. be generated. by the pas-

" Stanford can leam from
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The Hill, the Ivory Tower, and Delusions of Power

ow that schools go out of their way
Nnot to teach the values that our

country was founded on, Congress
has decided (albeit unconsciously). to take
over in this vital area and lead by example.
Unfortunately, Americans will have to Jearn
core values by doing the opposite of' our
.elected officials. After a
summer thick in debate
and ‘thin in humility,
Congress still believes
that the impetus for mas-,

sage of legislative bills
thicker than Sy Sper-
ling’s hair,weave.

' The lessons we- at.

our government's sum-
mer debates are as plenti- -
ful as fallen officials of’
the Treasury and Agri-
culwre  Departments. |
Health care, more so than the highly pohu—
¢al Crinie Bitl, strikes at the core of what ails
Washington and, for that matter, what is
taught to budding political servants, What
the lawmakers obyiously have not been’
taught is Bumility and their weighty delu-
sions are strip-mining effective institutions
such as health care. When Congress began
‘this gargantuan debate, Biil Clinton and
Friends were--and still are —under the delu-

Michael Meyer

_sion that one small group of individuals can.

run roughshod over one-seventh of the U.S, -
economy. Their mass psychosis stands vir-
tually impermeable to the lessons of history,
which show that massive goverimental in-

" tervention has not improved things for peo-.

ple and; if anything, have damaged the qual-
ity of life. If the bankrupt Medicare and So-
cial Security sysfenis are not proof enough,

we can simply look at what has transpired in
Sweden with its purely Socialist govern-
ment. Five thousand percent interest rates
and productivity levels rivaling Third World
countries ‘are hardly raving successes for
Sweden’s big government, The issue at hand
is hum.lhty — can one person or sinall orga-
nizationreally dictate the ebb and
* flow of a generous chunk of 4250
- million-person economy? No,
that is just too much to ask.
Sure, it would be pice if

swers, but the painfully realistic
bottor-line is that it doesn’t.

American economy or, in other
words, larger than all but seven
other countries’ economies. We
are not dealing with mohair and
chick pea subsidies here, but
Congress approaches health care
with the same strategies, which
aren’t even successful in the mo-
hair and chick pea markets, . themselves.
During this summer’s congressional .de-
bates, many prominent Republicans, who
supposedly subscribe to. the "lqss is more”
mantra when it comes to government inter-
vention, compromised and ;:qmpr()mise_d

until they too were proposing legislation that .

reaches too far into the everyday life of an

American. While Senator Phil Gramm (R- .

TX).appeared to be nothing more than a po-
litical stalwart during the debate \vhen he

“vowed to vote against any proposed he_alth

care legislation this year, he was in all reali-
ty throwing the proverbial health care ball
back into the citizens’ court. His point was
simple: Government is not capable — finan-
cially, intellectually, and politically —of pro-

viding the type of health care revoltsuppos-.

edly demanded by Ame“ricans? He adrgié;;d

government did have all the an-

Health care is one-seventh of the |

_ care, but youw’re wrong.

-shot 'in_ Chicago, the
_ask_him about his insur-
_ance - coverage, : County

" health care daily to the

“‘can pegiple zmd businesses

that gos';emmen‘t —heaven forbid! — has lim-

itations and is oftentimes only in a position

to delegate to American citizens themselves.

Senator David Boren (D-OK) most directly. -
" voiced-the humility that the Legislative and

Executive Branches so woefully tack when
he . queried .
whether .

that Congress

was simply in
over its head in the
health care reform de-

_ bate. Now, was that so hard?

By now, you are probably sating that I
am-a contented, insured cynic who is at ease

'with thetact that millions of Americans sup-
- .posedly do not have; health

- We are not dealing with

mohair and chick pea
markets the_}mselves.

before I look to government if I want social
tumult, But, Mike, isn’t this the govern-
ment’s responsibility? Sure it might be, but
the fact that the govemment maintains heli-
um reserves (we haven’t had a blimp since
1945) and subsidizes the mohair producers
in the name of national

sccunty (the rmhtary

.Congress “can . stopped :

even lreform mOhalr and Ch|0k pea * mohair after WWT)
health care”  gyhgidies here, but Congress - .2 poverlul rea -
He contmued - sonto turn to alter*
by saying that ~@pproaches health care With ' ‘e resources for
he had re-. ; tratedgies wihi h . efficient - -change.
et i the ’same strategies, whic Tefl e Tam fuith.
slftothe et @reN’t even successful in the Iéss, brand me a

cynic, label meapes-
simistic bum, but I will
throw, cold, hard history
back at you: Tumlng things
over to the government is like’ feedin, g abear
a marshmallow — it is going to cost you an

arm and a leg. . ’

continued on page 8

Slmply put every Amen— .
can does Kave health care,
inefficient in delivery, but
sull health care. For exam-~ ~
le, whena gang-banger is

paramedics worry about
his life long before they

hospitals dole out free

uninsured, To further re-
fute the lack-of-sensitivity
charge, T'will tell you that
1 trustfully look to Ameri-

C_ampus Ministries: The Next
Target of Political Correctness

- tion.

K sunply actepting -
 homosexuals. .

political correctness.at Stanford,
several Jewish, Protestant,- and
yes; even Catholic; campus ministry

In the most recent mz_mifes_,tation of

represemanves Jomed dozens of gays :

in' White Plaza for
the am}ual “Na-
tional * Coming ~
OutDay” celebra-

Far  from |

"human beings or

Jack Guerrero

dal hfestyle as a moral equivalent to
rimal . heterosexual relauonshlps

s miost recent fiberal trendiness:’
 “Chdstian churches should ordain
' women and gay pastors as well as per- _ |

cial funding,” additional” ¢amp:

" Rev.. Herb. Schmidt of the UniverSity ..
ut ‘Bluntly +,sougces, homosexual curricul

form s'amg—sex marriages.” This statg« o s

ment, along with the Test of last Mon-
day’s performance, has major imiplica-

tions for-both the pro-homosexual :

movement and the fate of liberal min:
dstdies at Stan-!
ford.

homosexual
groups  are
quick to label -
conservatives,
Christians, and
proponents of
traditional - val-
ues as homo-
phobm and.- intol-

Stdnford, for example, the p
club will stop at nothing to secw

velopment -and, more recentl
acceptance from what traditior
has been a safe-haven for conserv.

"one (hmg to simply request acceptance
. as human beings, and guite another to

po.  The pro- homosexual
agenda is about more

& ampus mlmstry( Itis

duect.ly impose,. an-. anti-4 hristian
mcrahty .'on studems -not Just m the. .
dorms or
ugh“ )
campus-

- wide pro-

Is your
Clinton
-;bEtter than
this?

wearing . -
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By May Mak .-
Staff Writer

““The best svay to get rid of temptation is to indulge in it,”
said Dr. Raymond Dennehy, in his lecture last Tuesday enti-
tled “Chastity: The Much Misunderstood Virtue of Sexual
Behavior,” However, the philosophy professor from the Uni-

" versity of San Francisco quoted from Oscar Wilde’s Picture .

' Dr Dennchy indicated that he believed that chastity

" was clearly preferable to promiscuity. Defining chastity as

the virtue of temperance as applied to sexual appetite, he

-believed that a truly. virtuous soul would be free from such

strong desires due-to-habitual moderation and harmony in
life. However he- -emphdsized that mere. suppression of de-
sire.by ‘sheer will power was not virtue, and pointed to
Slmkespeare s Macbeth as an example of willed inaction

. that was . nevertheless

| “The central unitof society is the
family, and not the individual.”

ln the second of four presentations onthe con!emporaly Importance of virtue,
Dr. Raymond Dennehy offered hIS Vil Ws on. marriagé and the family,, *

not virtuous. The mur-

scribed as “a feather for
.every ‘wind that blows,
though constantly resist-
] . .ing desire.” While a vir-
ST tuous soul will have
calmness and self con-

.to, clarify . -Aristotle’s
three qualities of virtue.
- They are: to do the good
act knowingly; to carry
- | out the act for its own

. sake;.and lastly, to act
from a fixed and perma-
. nent state of character,

of Darian ‘Gray;in order to"make it clear'that he did not sane-"

. tion such behavior, especxally as: ﬁpenams to pre-marital sex-
ual behavior. : .

In other words, a virfu-
.ous person has to be consistent in his behavior, and has to
view the act as a necessuy, consciously grounding it into
his nature, .

derous Macbeth was de- .

trol, Macbeth's did not,
The professor wenton -

‘-‘N.Professor calls pre-marltal sex ‘depersonalizing’

Next, Dennehy proceeded to state his stand on what he

" calls the free sex climate in America. Strongly opposing pre-

marital sex and instant sexual gratification as perceived

. through one night stands, Dennehy said that such behavmr

was “depersonalising.”

Dennehy pointed out that many people belle\'e Lhat as
long as there is mutual consent between two mature responsi-.
bie individuals, pre-marital sex is morally acceptable. How-
ever, Dennchy contended that the absence of deception and
manipulation is a condition necessary for.an act to be morally
right. Therefore, as long as sexual grahﬁcanon is the main -
goal of extra-marital’ sex;, mampulauon is mevnable, smce the
body is being treated merely as-an object of pleasure, _ .

The 1mportance of procreation cannot be, .emphasized too

. much, contended Dcnnehy, for there is a decliné in the Unit-

ed States birthrate and a gradual *‘graying ( of the populatlon >
Assuch, Dennehy alsoexpressed his beliefthats sex drive,
unlike other appetites such as hunger, was made more for the
species than for the: ihdividual, and should be used for. suchas :
well besides mere pleasure, mutual gwmg cannot be separab

Dennehy also expressed his view on the unportance of
marriage, saying t that &chabitation was not the sanie a§ mar- .
rage since the levé].of commitment in cohabitation as hlgh as

that of marriage. One could just walk quietly away froma .

lover, but not as quietly from a m'lmage whlch has a]readyf
been made public and official. Moreovcr, mere cohabltanon ’
might be detrimental to the sefting up of famities, which Den-
nehy perceives as;the building block of society.To support his
argument, Dennehy cited statistics showing that children aré
still better off in bad marriages than those in single >parent fam-
ilies, showing the importance of family ties. Den-

FREE
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. nehy said, “The céntral unit of society is the family,
and not the individual.”

. Finally, Dennehy Sald that in expressmg ong’ s
views, one is botnd:
Tow and then, However ary
iseverio progress: - ‘He concluded by saying g il that Lhe
media has a very mﬂuennal rolein spreadmg values,
and this should b mbre, suppomw of famﬂy values,
instead of justurging pebple to indalge

Dr. Dennehy’s Tecture on abstinénce was the sec~

-- ond of a series of four lectures by the Professor onthe.
contemporary 1mponanca of moral vxrtue n Ameri-*
. cansociety. Thethird and fourth lecmmswﬂlbeheld .

on at 7pm on'the seco of Tres1dder on 0cto— :
ber 18 and October 25 respechve;ly " ’

D
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By Victoria Markova

Is Asian American
Studies on the way?

Stanford exhibit ‘Comes

" a program or a.de-

Staff Writer

Stanford may soon be awarding
bachelor degrees in Asian American
Studies. .An investigative committee

considering Asian American Studies,

chartered: by President Gerhard-
Casper last spring and chaired by po-
litical science professor and Asia/Pa-
cific Research Center co-director
Daniel Okimoto, is
expected to give a
report to Dean of the
Humanities and So-
cial Sciences John
Shoven by the end

of November. -

The panel, con-
sisting of faculty.and
students, was chartered fo -.
investigate the feasibility
of such an enterprise
and is still in the pro- -
cess of researching
the possibilities for
the establishment of

gree-awarding mdjor. - ©
in .. Asian-American
Studies. Student opin- -

ion on the issue ranges from disinter- -

ested lassitude to fervent enthusiagmi.
According to committee member

Gerald Chen, the commiltee is also

discussing “the intellectual - philoso-

phy of the subject of Asian-American -

Studies,” Their work involves “fact
finding” about similar programs at

. other- colleges -and the history of
--Asian-American Studies-at Stanford,

No . final- conclusions .- have. ‘been
reached nor decisions made.
One of the main arguments for the

‘program is that Asian-Americans have
been an integral part of American his--

tory and their contributions deserve to
‘be noted. Having in mind that Asian-

. Americans constitute about-a quarter.
‘of the Stanford student body and the,

Sup'porters of an
Asian-American By “other
Studies Program '
invaded a Faculty.
Senate meeting
_last May 12,
" causing the
first premature 3
adjournment of *
a faculty meeting
‘'in the history of
Stanford

University’s commitment to multicul-, -

turalism, it is only fair, they argue, that
a program devoted to studying a large
component of American society be
established. In the words of Jason Pu,
a student proponent of the program,
“If Stanford wants to remain compet-
itive in shaping education for the next
century then it should, nay it must,
make Asian-American Studies and
the study of other
marginalized - is-
sues a priority.”

marginalized is-
sues” he meant
. programs . like
: Chicano  Studies

women,
-. Some administra-
tors and faculty, how-
ever, have expressed
appréhension about

. whether faculty in-

demand  should
determine how re-
sources are allocated
to ‘majors’ and pro-
grams, -Stanford President Gerhard
Casper said that he fears that the var-
ious ingredients of American culture
“be put into niches that are separate.”

.- Universities must, according to-

Casper, make decisions for academic
and not political reasons. If they
don’t, fragmentation is inevitable.
Casper’s notion stands in direct oppo-
sition to_the program’s proponents
view who consider academia i inscpa-
rable from politics.

© Stanford students are left pon-
de[_ing the need for the establishment
of ‘an Asian-American Studies Pro-
gram. Many are uninterested'in an

issue that they feel is mtanglble to .

their 1mmed1ale goals

- Stanford. The display is broken down into

and self-defense for * riods in Stanford’s history. The first display

_.is an introduction which discusses the

- cently vandalized by the nationally infa-

- terest or student .

to Terms’ with gay history

By Lucas Mast
Staff Writer

It commemoration of the twenty-fifth
anniversary of the Stonewall riots, Green Li-
brary featured a display, entitled “Coming to
Terms,” which puts the history of gays at Stan-
ford on.a timeline. The six-station display,
which features photos and paraphernalia, is
the work of Dr. Gerard Koskovich, a Stanford

at Gaieties dressed as women.

The hext section, “Ménace in the Shad-
ows,” deals with the hardships that homosex-
uals faced in the 1950°s and 60's, when gays
began “perceiving themselves as a persecuted
minority” and began segregating themselves

. froma “mainstream society” that seés them as
thmatemng This gave birth to the 1dea of lhe' :
“gay bar”

alumnus ‘who ‘specializes in gay history.
“Coming to Terms" was exhibited from July
to October in Green Library.

Thedisplay is based on Koskovich’s re-
search into the history of homosexuality at

subsections which reflect different time pe-

Stonewall Riots of 1969; the riots were the
basis for the George Segal statue “Gay Lib-
eration,” located on Stanford campus andre- _

mous “Stanford Six.” Immediately after the
riots occurred, the first cohésive student
group for homosexuals appeared on cain-
pus.

" Anew Green Library exhibit chronicles
the hlstory of gays at Stanford.

The next section, -entitled ‘“The Great

Divide,” focuses on friendship, gender, and
sex before World War I, The display features
pictures of the 1895 football team as well as
the Kappa Alpha Theta sorority. The assertion
inr this section is that the formation of sorori--

ties and of rugby/football cavsed the forma‘ .~

tion of mariy bonds thit eventually led to ho-
mosexual relationships. In the text of the dis-
play, Koskovich- states, “[é]asy ' physical
affection: grew out of the routine bodily con-
tact and intenise loyalties of team sporfs.” .-
The exhibit continues with a Section on
“Anxions Boundaries - Homosocial and the.
"Homosexual from World War I through World
War IL” According to this display, there was’
a shift in sexual preference on campus. The

évidence behind that claim is a'statement writ-

ten in the 1945 Stanford Quad that *Gaieties

- are getting gayer every year.” This display is
-accompanied by a pictire-of men performing

“Orgamzmg Change” is'the the ﬁnal topic
of the display, which tells the story about early

" campus gay rights, such as the Stanford Ho-
" mophile League, the Gay Peoples Uni'oh,- and

the S(anfoxd Sexual Rights Forum.. .-
Inhis display, Koskovich hopes 9 encour-
age stidents to be open-minded when it comes
to the issueof sexual orientation, -~
“People need o understand that the lesbxan
and gay commumtyhas comeoutofaspecialset

.- of social circumstances,” argued Koskovich,

"[h]eIﬂIUsexuahtycannotmmplybedeemedthe :
norm .
Koskowch’ however, believes that S(an— T

* foidhas already made strides towards tolerance.

Ina Im_xe 1993 _Stanfprd ‘Magazine commentary,
Koskovich quotes John Preston who in The Big
Gay Book wrote, “Stanford University boasts
one.of the most complete college gay and les- -
bian presences in North America,”

. Dining Services funds the Resi—
- dential Education program,”

4 Food Serv1ce

continued from front page

lieve there’s any-talk of changing that”

Students ‘whose money purses are as- -

saulted by university board plans may ask:
‘Where does all our money go? Contrary to
popular belief, rather little'of the revenue ac-
tually buys food, while large sums
fill other coffers. “Housing and

said Mitchell, - adding that,
that goes to administration.”

‘What would a breakdown --
of Food Service costs show? “I
don’thave current data on that,”
Mitchel admitted, though he es-
timated that, “It’s about 30% that -
goes to food , .
benefits. The remainder is overhead andad-
ministration.”

Thus overhead and adxmmstxahve
costs approximately equal expenditures for
food, while labor and benefits account for
surprisingly closeto half of the costs. Does
this mean the unionized Food Service work-
ers are overpaid? “To me, they [the wages
of Food Service employees] seem to be very
generous,” commented Mitchell, adding,
though, “1 think it has advantages to pay
good career-level wages to our staff. I think

. about 40-45% to labor and

that the types of 5 serv1ce we provlde requure
a trained food service staff.”

Mitchell claims Food Service stnves
hard to provide students with the best. “We
work really hard to update our menus all the
time,” he said, He also cited improvements
at residential dining locations, such as
Wilbur and Florence Moore Halls, which
have been completed in recent years.

“We’re continually trying to upgrade =
“I think that the
types of service
“here’s a fairly good chuik W€ provide require
a trained food
service staff,”
-said Mitchell.

our offering,” he added.
. While Mitchell
claims eéver-improv-

dents perceive a de-

terioration. Students

in Lagunita Hall, for

instance, must, starting

this year, trek to am_)thar

ocation every week for
their Saturday meals.

“I’s irritating,” stated one frustrated
Lagunita resident. “There’s nowhere else
on West Campus to eat if you don’t have
points.” She added that most Saturdays she
makes the journey to South Campus’ Flo-
rence Moore Hall to dine.

Roble Hall residents have also found

their service reduced. No dinner is served
on Friday night, and the kitchens are closed

all of Saturday.
“[ think it’s & shame,” stated . Senior
Mike Chinnavaso, a Roble Tesident. * “I

guess they’re just trying to cut costs.”” . He.

‘Service

ing service, some stu-

addéd. ﬂiough, that he doesn’t really mmd »

going to other dorrhs. Roble barbecues, he

stated, are often held on Friday nights to off-

setthe absence of Food Service dinners.
An analysis of

the- shortcom-

ings of Stan-

ford Food

begs  the
question:

is there a
better option?
Student proponents
of the free market
have repeatedly urged
the competition and
privatization of food
sources on campus in
general, Could such a pro-

posal be realized? Could a single contrac-
tor {or-perhaps several) supply Stanford’s
food? . Mitchell thinks not. “I don’t see
structurally that anyone would be interest-

~ed in doing that,” he stated, adding that he

believes competition already exists in the
form of the edible offerings of Tresidder’s

_contractors.

Interestingly, though, other schools
seem to be moving in the free-market di-
rection, According to an arficle in The
Courier-Journal, - of August 17, 1993,
“Most universities now have private com-

. panies operate their food services...”

" One institation pioneering reform in
culinary matters is the Loop campus of De

*. Paul University in Chicago, where a con-

tractor named Sodexho, a Boston sub-
sidiary of a giant French food company,
provides 3,500 meals each day. The
Loop cafeteria, which offers many
brand-name products such as Taco
Bell, Pizza Hut, Starbucks Coffee,
and Dunkin' Doughnuts, is open
. from 7:30 in the morning until
8:00 in the evening, thereby
. adding flexibility to students’
hectic'  schedules. The
eleventh floor dining room,
described as, “popular

with alumni and uni-
versity administrators
wooing prospective donors,”
offers sit-down, full restaurant

service.

Yet the price of such an elaborate set-
up puts Stanford Food Service to shame,
Freshly grilled tuna salad sells for $6.00,
while a sandwich of fresh roast turkey
with cheese on a baguette or croissant with
a side of chips costs a mere $2.85, “This
is not a board plan with the students pay-
ing in advance,” says Linda Beck, director
of the Loop operation. “Most of our busi-
ness is cash and customers can decide to

- go to McDonald’s or Burger King instead.

We need to offer what they want and be

. .cost competitive.”
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CUEing in the
Next Century

1 adventure almost two full years in the making, the CUB
Aér?‘conﬁnendaﬁox)s are a mishmash of innovative new ideas
d adherence to tried and failed methods of evaluation,

First, the good stuff:

Tt is about time that someone finally wants to revamp CIV. In
our last issue, we suggested that the University declare CIV clinical-
ly dead and pull the plug, What began as a popular Western Cultures

qui it, designed to provide fresk with a common survey
of the culture in which they live has become a 15-unit hodge-podge
of texts chosen on the basis of the color, gender and ethnicity of the
author. The CUE suggests that Stanford restore a common sense of
purpose to CIV, and then abolish the Wosld and American Cultures

requirement (Areas 2 and 3), .
‘We doubt that a “common sense of purpose” can be foundina .

requirement deliberately intended to explore “multicultural diversi- . Dr * Raymond Dennehy

ty,” whichis axiomatically uncommon. fthe University canpull ot |~ Mortimer Fleishhacker Chair of Philosophy

a miracle and restore curricular consistency and common purpose to University of San Francisco

CIV, then by all means we will endorse the abolition of Areas 2 and - |
3. Otherwise, the answer may be keeping 2 and 3 and waxing CIV, :

liminating all three i altogeth d bringing back ‘ . . R
3; Westem Cultures, B opetfier anc bringing bac - De Dennehy, one of the founders of the Ignatius Institute, will bg
The recommendation of a beefed-up writing requirement is an discussing the contemporary importance of virtue in America today, as
excellent idea, and one that we have proposed from time o time in well as how we can lead virtuous lives in modern society.” He will be -
these pages, However, we suggest allowing talented wwriters who | using William Bennett's best-selling Book of Virtues to aid his presentation.

plainly do not need a writing-intensive course the option of placing
-out of this requirement and pursuing a more traditional path instead,
We also approve of introducing a minor for students so inclined.

e e e ot o oot TUESDAY, OCTOBER 18™H

improving teaching methods and advising procedures are ali good
on paper, though not so easy to implement,
Now, the bad stuff: . )
The CUE also recommended that tie University replace the : -
current math, science and technology DRs (Area 4,5 and 6) with a TRESIDDER: OAK LOUNGE EAST
year-long sequence called “Introduction to the Natural Sciences, } .
Quantitative Analysis and Technology.” Where does this infatuation ’
_ with year-long requirements come from? The current DR system v 7 . O O - 8 . 3 O P M
isn't perfect, but at least it allows students in quantitative and/or ana- : ‘ ¢ )

Iytical majors to simultaneously fulfill major and DR requirements. . ) )
th . Y ! i Sponsored in part by Stanford Students for Life

and Students for a Traditional Sexual Ethic

With a new year-long system, however, students with sufficient
quantitative backgrounds will be forced into tracks that are of no
benefit to them, 'What does an economics major or engineer need .
with “Intro to Quant and Tech” when he’s taking econometrics or - \
fluid dynamics? The purpose of distribution requirernents is to T ’ : S
broaden educations, not to provide requirements that overlap with 1 B Y
previous skills. : ; D ‘ B E &
The recommendations to survey teaching methods are still ; : i i I
vague. How exactly do we improve teaching? We suggest several ~ ) £ R . e« T - 7
ways that the CUE is unwilling to consider: first, force professors fo P ‘ i i : R 3
teach all of their classes, and eliminate graduate student TAs, Grad :
students have enough work already without teaching undergradu-
ates, and seldom possess the intelligence and insights that sixty-year-
old geniuses have, It is éspecially important that graduate students
do not teach CIV or Freshman English sections, for these require-
ments are the most basic foundations for a Sfanford education, and :
hence most in need of professorial tutelage. r i e y ; ‘e )
We would also rgcoménd allowing students the three-year ' F ! C 5 (l d } () ¢ t (8] I) &8 l 8 5 l 9 9 4
option for early graduation. This allows students a flexibility and
power of choice that will help, by sheer competitive forces, select
out classes that have become cumbersome and unnecessary to a for-

mal education, yet e hed into the requi through proce- ;
dural, departmental discrepancies, % b
There are still far too many distribution requirements for stu- 4 4 @ P M

dents to comfortably handle. The CUE suggests reducing the num-
ber by two, but others can go as well. CIV can be cut to a quarter,
and the Gender Studies requirement can go entirely, The quantita-

tive requirements can be compressed to a quarter, and waived entire- - ) L /\\/\/ \ C l.{ L RO L“) Mo 8 0

1y for students demonstrating a proficiency in a quantitative field.
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~She winds of freedom — freedom from
I common sense — are blowing again at
Stanford University, the only novelty
‘being that, this time, the University is not lead-
ing the academic world in its pursuit of PC.,
frippery. Last week,
the Monday edition -
of the “Daily” report-
ed that concened
student-leaders and
administrators ~ are
uniting in a plaintive
demand for a relax-
ation of the burdén of
proof required in
prosecuting  alleged
violations of the Uni-
versity's Fundamen-
tal Standard, espe-
ciatly in cases of sex-
val assault. The
current  burden  of
proof in University judicial proceedi the

Ryan Bounds

ing a shred of protection from inappropriate
and potentially damaging University sanctions
would prove a remedy to sexual assault on
campus. But the discontented contend that a
strict burden of proof is inapposite in a com-
munity situation in which there is
no potential loss of liberty or
fundamental rights,

This assertion fails utterly
to provide adequate justifica-
tion for abandoning a strict
burden of proof whose only
- purpose is to protect: every

ber of this -cc y

from punishment for behavior
in which he did not engage.
Emasculating our burden of
proof in the interest of eradicating
all hints of antisocial behavior in our
community is presumptively invalid, not
because students entertain some innate
fidelity to “beyond a reasonable doubt”

traditional criminat standard of ¢ rbeyond area-
sonzble doubt,” is apparently the strictest of its
kind in American higher education and just too
onerous to be c d by a c ity
dedicated to eradicating sexual assauit.
Insupportof their demands foramore “in-
termediate” burden of proof, administrators
and activists working against sexual assault

- have vouchsafed a panoply of but

[ dard that is.not used in most civil cases
in the U.S.), but simply because they did not
come to Stanford University to be parented or
morally reared, Although it is understandable,
even advisable, in paternalistic situations to
place a greater emphasis on punishing misbe-
havior than on respecting the integrity of its
suspected perpetrator, such a strategy is whol-
1y inappropriate, insulting, and dangerous in a

none of them are powerful enough to convince
any battle-scarred P.C. warrior that relinquish-

[Ve ity whose are socially and
morally competent and expected to assume
lifelong responsibility for their actions, Unlike

“light punishment

Reasonable Doubts?

our parents’ sending us to bed without dinner
because they are “fairly certain” we have
committed some misdeed, there is no forget-
ting in the moming the University’s branding

-us for running afoul of our responsibility to

[The discontents] complain that
“peyond a reasonable doubt” is an
unbearable onus in attempting to
prosecute rape cases, notorious for
their lack of disinterested witnesses
and physical evidence. Indeed, the
-burden is great when they have not

the evidence to meet it!

»
the Stanford Community

Assume that one student is spuriously ac-
cused of raping another, and that the adminis-
tration  imposes

to a student whom it takes for a rapist, the aim
of which might be to instruct him of his moral
obligation.” No, the punishments that the ad-
riinistration reserves for persons believed to
be of such wanton disregard for their fellow
students are severe and indelibly stig-
matizing; they range from freezing
the student’s registration or tran-
script to outright expulsion. Are
these punishments that a reason-
able Stanford student should be
willing to suffer, whenever an ac-
cusation — however unfounded .
— bears the preponderance of
available evidence? No. When
the University plays sheriff, judge,
andjuiy, itmustactunder the same
constraints; it must be as certain of
guiltas institutionally possible before meting
out punishments that inevitably endure be-
yond the period of its guardianship.

continued on page 9

sanctions  after
finding that the
accusation  car-
ries the burden of
a preponderance
of the [typically
scant] evidence.
‘The judicial com-
miftee s not
going fo give a

zg];tt

“You can’t maintain a civilization with 12-year-olds

"“having babies, 15-year-olds killing each other and:18-
year-olds getting diplomas they can’t can’t'read. The
welfare state has failed b it subjects [people] to
rules. that ‘are “anti-family, antl-wmk, antl-property y
and anti-opportunity, The challenge of our generahon
is to replace the welfare state,”

Representative Newt Gingrich (R-Ga.)

“Spend the night with Lucie and have no regrets in the
morning (because you’ve done it all — eat, drink, study,
and socialize!) .

Advertisement for (Lucie) Stem Hall Late Night Food Service

“My feeling is that these institutions can’t last long,
Too many appointmnets are made on the basis of
political criteria — ethnicity, race, and gender —
rather than the proper academic criteria, X don’t
think this will lead to any good.”

Alumnus and Nobel Prize winner John Harsanyi -

“Why is the press America’s showcase for freedom?
Because just about everything else has been regulat-
ed.’l

Cullen Hightower

“A culture in which citizens don’t want to take control
of their lives is very responsive to leaders who foster
d dency on the gover; t.?

Charles Sykes

R “A hundred years ago, women were fighting for the
right to learn math, science, Latin — to be educated like
men; today, many women are content to get their feel-
ings heard, their personal problems aired, their
instincts and intuition respected.”

Christina Hoff Sommers
“The law is fair to all. In its fairness for equality, it for-
bits the rich as well as the poor to beg in the streets and

" to steal bread.”

Anatole France
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alienating many of them. The self-destruction
of campus religious groups is not a far-fetched -
exaggeration. Itis an imminentreality! The
liberal impact has apparently gotten so bad that
many students now comunute to local parishes
and churches that are fiot yet tinted with cam-
pus liberalism forzreligious services of the same
- denomination that are available on campus.

1 suspect-campus ministries might really
have charitable intentions in supporting the
pro-homosexual campaign, but they have mis-
takenly welcomed the cause with open arms.
Many religions accept people who have strug-
gled with drug addiction and prostitution, but

tion, and encourage them to fead moral lives: If

campus religious groups really want to help and -

feach the homosexual community, they should
consider this model. The homosexual lifestyle,
not the homosexudl orientation, is sinful and
damaging to the individual, Like homosexuals,
we too are not perfect, but this fact does not, and
should not, deter us from our faith, The answer
to unnatural tendency is not to promote the be-
havior, but to sincerely help individuals receive
moral formation, repent for their sins, and truly
accept the teachings of the Bt
should Christianity compromise its standards
on virtue. Not for Stanford. Not in this coun-
try. Notever! ’

rather than fueling these miscreant urgés,” -

church officials try to rescue the individual -
from their problems, provide spiritual direcs~ .

But never -

Tired of
being stuffed
by the
campus left?

B v Afrer massing Iraqi troops along the Kuwaiti border, Saddam Hussein

abruptly decided to pull back last week. Apparently, he wanted to test the
‘Tesolve of his American counterpart, President Clinton, who had promised
in no uncertain terms that, if Hussein invaded Kuwait, he would destroy
Traq. At first, Hussein wasn’t buying it, but, after seeing.what Clinton has

» _ done to America, he decided to withdraw.

» v Last Thursday, a whale was found swimming in East Bay, well off of
" jts migratory route and in mortal danger. This is the second time in as many

years that a whale has been found in that area, and yet there is no outery
from the world community for the removal of what has obviously become

an obstacle in a major whale thoroughfare,

\1 Recently, someone spray painted on the steps of Cubberly Auditori-

" urn the oh-so- pithy and profound statement that “Columbus was an illegal

alien.” OK, let’s run with this logxc, shaﬂ we? Columbus was an illegal
alien fora single reason: he came to a land without the advance invitation
of the prior inhabitants. Well, when the people crossed the Bering Strait
thousands of years ago (that is, assuming the great evolution and migration
theory is correct), were they not ‘illegal aliens,” too? And weren’t the in-
vading tribes from Central Americaillegal aliens when they moved to what
is now California? Under this logic, it would seem that the Aztlin Move-
ment so embraced by MEChA members is all about promoting illegal

 alliens. Say it ain’t so. It is so, kid.

"y “No, no! T said throw outthe first pitch,” said the umpire, as Bill Clin-

ton hurled Hillary towards home plate.

Y Nauonal Coming Out Day has come and gone again and this year's
addition to the “Don’t Count Me Out, We Will Hug You in Public, Too”

Public Relations Award goes to the campus religious groups, Sticking with - -

theirusual “do not offend, even if it takes massive compromise” policy; the
Episcopalian, Jewish, and Protestant leaders all expressed vogal support

. for lifestyles that are diametrically opposed to their core beliefs, This sort

of pandering will only result'in cathartic failures that will ultimately irri-

- tate the rest of each religious community until they simply leave with no

intention of coming back. Stick to the basics here, guys, and stay out of pok-
itics. Religious leaders are not salesmen. If you want religion, go to them,
but let’s stop thist of guilty, bleeding-heart recruiting.

vy .Stanfprd Sfudents for Life had hoped to co-sponsor a debate this year -
on abortion with the Women Center’s Pro-Choice Alliance. However, pro-

- life students were stunned to find out that the pro-abortion group lost all its
_ members and no longer exists. The pro-life victory of last year’s co-spon-

sored debate must have extended beyond the attepdant audience, to the
hearts of the avid pro-abortionists themselves, Butno hard feclings, guys.
Stanford Students for Life always welcomes additions to its 60+ member-
ship roster,

v o seems that Luis Fraga, the head of the committee on grapes, has ap-
parently placed a gag order on members of his committee 5o that he is the
only one to release information to the press. We were a little inconve-
nienced by this rule this weck since Professor Fraga is currently on vaca-
tion, and unavailable for. comment, and suggest that the gag order be lift-
ed. But wait; perhaps we’re wrong. After all, there’s something to be said
for the general principle of gagging MEChA consorts.

v Last Monday, Hewlett-Packard donated $77 miltion to Stanford Uni-
versity for the construction of a sciences quad. It's a good thing that HP
has placed restrictions on how the money can be spent, and did not entrust
the discretionary power of the University. Otherwise, the ethnic centers
would relish a swimming pool of their own in a few days.
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A Look at Open Democratic Seats in Congress Shows j
How GOP Could Take Control of the Senate

The followmg piece is mpnmed ﬁmn the the Wall Street
Journal, - It appeared originally on Tuesday, October 11,
1994. Gerald F. Sieb is-a regular columnist for the Wall

-+ Stréet Jourtal and writes ﬁ'equenrly on polmcs and publtc

pohcy

e words roll smoothly ofE the pundlts‘ tongues these”
days .Republicans might regain control of the Senate

iri this fall’s elections, They may even win conlrol of

-the House for the. first time in 40 years.

But how, exactly? Which-séats will they have to take
over to effect his political earthquake?

Those are the nitty-gritty details that rarely creep into
discussions leading up to the Nov. 8 election. - Bit they are
precisely the details that will count the most on election
night.

Upon closer examination of this year's congressional
voting, it’s fairly -casy to draw’ a roadmap by which
Republicans could win the seven additional seats they need
to reach the 218 needed to take coritrol there.

“You can count where they. could get into the 210 range”

in House seats, says congressional analyst Charles Cook. -

“At that point, you néed a wave 1o get that little extra push.”

. The question, then, is exactly how bxg the Repubhcan wave

is.
o of Course, the bidding on all fronts - could yet change
dramatically if an international crisis over Iraq shakes up the

country’s mood and prompts a re-evaluation of President '

Clinton’s leadership. For now, Mr. Cook is predicting

- Republicans will pick up fivé io seven Senate seats, meaning

they could take control, and that they'll gain 27 to 32 House,
meaning Democrats.would stay in charge there.

If Republicans are to go over the top in either chamber
when the votes are counted next month, here’s a look at how
they would have to do it:

Senate

E There are 35 Senate seats up for election this year, 22 of
them now held by Democrats and 13 held by Republicans,

the seats are retiring, opening the way for a newcormer.

The most likely formula for a Senate switch begins with

a GOP sweep. of the six open Senate seats now held by
Democrats:~ Arizona {Dennis DeConcini retiring), Maine
(George Mitchell retiring), Ohio (Howard Metzenbaum retir-

"ing), Michigan (Donald Riegle retiring), Oklahoma (David
: Boren reunng) and Teunessee (Harlan Mathew.depamng

been leading, “But he ‘now'looks vulnerable 6 Repubhcan

Fred Thompson. .

- But even running the table on these open seats won’t be

“of " these

enough for Lhe Republicans. Three more thmgs must hap—
pen.

First, they must hold onto the three open seats now held
by Republicans, in Minnésota (David Durenberger),

Wyoming (Malcolm* Wallop reurmg) ‘and Mlssoun (Johnf

Danforth retiring). .

Second, Republicaris must perfect two smmg GOP sen-
‘ators who'appearto be vulnerable: Momana s Conrad Bums
and Delaware’s Wﬂham Roth,

Thiid, even if they do all that Repubhcans still must
defeat at least one sit- . -
ting Deriocratic sena-
tor. But Republicans
are confident they can
vanquish - at least one *
‘o eight
Dernocratic sénators:
Harris -'Wofford of
Pennsy]vama, Charles
Robb  of “Virginia, -
Edward 'Kennedy of
Massachusetts, Jeff
Bingaman: of New -
Mexico, © | Dianne
Feinstein oof
California, Jim Sasser” -
‘of Tennesseé, ‘Frank
Lautenbérg of 'New: -
Jersey or ‘Robert
‘Kerrey of Nebréska, ~

Inreality, because
‘the odds are "against’
Republicans sweeping
‘all the open seats and
‘protecting  all theu- ’
own " vulnerabls -
incumbeits, the. GOP. -
probably would have *
to pick off tivo or
of . those: vulnerable :
Democrats.

House

In the House, all
435 “seats are up for
election ‘this yéar
Because of the magni
tude of changeover needed to prodqce a Repubhcan majon
ty, if's hard to pinpoint which seats the Republicans need to
win, Demiocratic strategists estitmate that between 150 and
175 seats. aré’ “in- play,” mieaning they could go-to the
Democratic or Republican carididate, -

The number to keep'in mirid is 52.- That's the number of *

A Roadmap for Republicans

“open House seats, meaning thie lawmaker occupying the seat

is moving on. Of those. 52 open seats 31 pow are held by
Democrats:

Itis among: these 31 open seats that Repubhcans are hke-
‘ly to make the biggest gams * Not only does the departure of

an established Democrat make such sets tough to defend ina

" hostile climate, but many of those seats are in districts that-

were made less advantageous for Democrats in the redistrict-
ing that followed the 1990 census: ‘“The playing field has
been leveled through redistricting,” says David Dixon, politi-
cal director at.the Democratic Congressxonal Campaign
Committee.

Even if Republicans sweep all of those open seats—a
highly implausible*feat-—they still would need to, take over
nine more seats now. held by sitting Democratic incumbents.

Unseatmg incumbents isn’t easy
because, no matter how unpopular
Congress may be, sitting members
tend to have more money and be
- better organized than a challenger.
But there are three areas in
- which Republicans contend their
strength—or _ Democrats weak-
ness—gives them the best chance.
of knocking off incumbents.
The first is in the South, where.a .
Republican tide has been rising in
presidential-elections for a genera-

congressional voting. The second -
s -Ohio, a_traditional swing state -
where voters seem to be lining up

putting  several of its 10
‘Democratic incumbents. at risk.
Finally, there is Washington state,
‘where Democrats’. poor showing
in last month’s primary leads ana-
lysts to think that some of the eight
. Deimocratic incumbents, including .
House Speaker Thomas Foley, ‘are
- atrisk. K
Of course, winning control of
the House would require
Republicans :to protect: their own'
sitting House members who are
yulnerable to. being knocked off.
JIn year in-which voters are angry at
: incumbents in general, thnt won'’t
be easy. .
Consider two bellwether races
-worth watching, In Connécticut;
Rep. Gary, Franks, .the only black -
Repubhcan in Congress, is- stmgglmg {0 refain His seatina’,
district that is 88% white. He won in-1992 with less thian half.
the vote, because a third party cand1date siphoned off 22% of
the vote, Democrats say- state Sen J1m Maloney is moummg
a good challenge. - :
The Republican mcumbent tmvehng the rocluest road to L
re-¢election may be California’s Ken Calven Heisa freshman’ -
legislator who barely won in 1992 and who' 1s facing a the ulti-

mate political image problem: ‘Police found him i in1993with -+ v

a prostitute in hlS car, He wasn't' charged with any offence.
o . .. —Gerald F. Sieb _

contmued from page 7

But before we refuse an attenuauon of our ngomus burden
of pmcfforfear of Wmngﬁﬂly 1ev1ed cuons, we should indi-

" cate the flaws that riddle the complamts of the discontented ad-

ministrators and activists, whose minds are obviously transfixed
by the tragedy of assault and rape. They complain that “beyond
areasonable doubt” is an unbearable onus in attempting to pros-
ecute rape cases, notorious for their lack of disinterested wit-
nesses and physical evidence, Indeed, the burden is greatwhen

.theyhave not the evidence to meet it! Naturally, all crimes in all
situations. would be easier to prosecute, if only one did not have -

+ . toprove quite'as much.. district attomeys would certainly throw

- alotmote imirderers behind bars if it weren't for that pesky due -

- process. But there i$ really nothing infiefently wrong with the
University failing to punish-analleged rapist— regardless his .
guilt—in theabsence of adequate certainty; there is notliing that

the University can do to objectively ensure that the rapist does
not strike again. Only thelegal System cando that, and ifitJacks-
the certainty to do so, it is not necessarily upto the Univérsity to

“stickiit to the suspecl, anyway,justm Case. Expellmg students
‘is pmbably not going to contribute 4 greatdeal toward arapevic-

tim’s recovery; there is no moral imperative to risk egregious
error in doing so. __ .

But Lhe concemed pames cantend that there isa real costin
the University’s fallu:e to prosecutesexual assaults a§ Violations

-of the Fundaméntal Staridard: the mpmbabﬂlty of sé¢ing sanc-

.tionslevied against the > alleged aggressor detersvictims from fil-
ing charges. The pmbablhty of vengeance, however, is mxlynot

what should motivate victims fo seek justice.. And, in all fair-,

‘ness, it probably dogs not. - Instead, the fear of stigmatization
(however justified, dnd at-Stanford 1 would argue not very)
“might be a better source of a victiin’s reticenice, dnd the link be-
- tween fear.of stigmatization.and the lemency ‘of 4 burden of
‘proof is notatall clear. Those whot concem themselves with all
of the unreported Tape on campus would'do far better to con-

- 'yince potential victims' that-coming forward with tuthfol and
“balanced accounts of.violation'would cost them lmle but conld.

contnbute t Técovery aswell as$ ]usnce’ S
Fma]ly, our valiant combatams agamst xual assault be-

moan the likelihood that perpelmtors of such homfymg conduct

Agam, however, nothmg stops the, Umversnty from punishing
assaultive behavior when itis certaln that a student has perpe-
trated it (even though We.can' expect that the Iaw will also do so,’
much more effectively); we must nevertheless remain vigilant

_against attempts to allow the Umversxty topumsh in instances : -

of .merely suspected misbehavior, * ©
“The failure of these arguments must bring us 0 conclude :
that it is not the stringency of the University’s burden of proof .

- that induces, allows, or encourages sexual assault, risible.con: - .

{entions to the contrary notwithstanding. The University andits
administration exist to allow an atmosphere in which students - -
can work with and leam from experienced scholars and from
each other, iot to act as an invasive adjunct to the system of jus-
tice promulgated by the larger community in which we live. It -

#::js an ominous and ill-advised step to afford the institution, itself, - -

the prerogatives of paternalism, to allow it to punish us when-

everﬂlcrelsapemexvedunlxtymdomgso Andinresponseto - -

d ace ions of sexual assault, there is lit-

,will go unrepmached, bhssﬁ!lly ignorant of the consequence:

‘that must accompany violence; They seem to fearthat the Uni-.

“versity’s failire to impose: :sanctions foratk'of evidence in rea-

- sonably: clear instances of assault will lzave the student some-"~

how unaware that assault is bad. Aside from the fact that the
University adriinistration ‘ought to restrain itself from usurping
-the role of omnipotent moral authrity, it is an affrontto every
Stanford stident, male and fernale, to presumne that such a basic
lesson has gone unapprehended out of a mere lack of exposure.

tle unhty, mdwd ‘The complexities and difficulties that arise in

fighting rape and violence in our community do not stem from . - .

the administration’s inahility to prosecute us due to inadequate
evidence, and the solution to these complexities and dﬂﬁculues
uhaxdlytomakelteasmrtodojustthat_ :

Ryan Bounds is a senior studying psychology. He is an opinions
editor of The Stanford Review.

tion and seems to be catching up in' EEES

more with Republicans and.. -
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Grape commltteepreparesreport for Casper

By Curt Hallaw nd Ed Malone o S
sthf\{Ilrluirs alaway a E aton, neering; Alicia Schmjdt-Camacho, doc-

. toral student in modern thought and lit- -
The comumittee that was formed in May to study the pos- ~erature; sophomore Elvira Prieto; and Jay
sibility of a ban on grapes on campus will soon bereleasiigits  Won Lee, a senior in Human biology.
report to President Gerhard Casper, but the public knows Jit- Two of the members sélected for the:*
tle about the committee deliberations thanks toagag orderput  grapé committee, Pricto and Montoya,
" on committee members by Political Science professor and  and an associate member, Vanessa Al-
committee chairman Luis Fraga, who is on vacation. Ac- varado, were all involved'in the MEChA
cordngfo members of the committee, Luis Fraga has taken on protest in May, Prieto is an ASSU senator
the sole duty of disseminating information to the public. and an dctive participator in the protest. |
The ten person Committee; which consists of faculty, stu-  She served as treasurer of MEChA Jast
dents, and staff was formed as'a result of the MEChAprotest  year. Dean Montoya stood right by the *
i May, when' sevéral MEChA members occupied the Main ~ side of the Chicano protestefs during the'
Quad and went on'a hunger sirike and demanded among other  midnight hour when MEChA represena-
things that Stanford boycott grapes. ‘ ’ tives were negocidting with Pfesident
Professor Fraga is accompanied by nine other commitice Casper and Provost Condoleezza Rice. —
members: Coit Blacker, deputy directory, Institute for Inter- . Alvarado, a junior and a member of the | Take a good look! Grapes may join the Lake Lag salamanders
~national Studies; Tdith Brown, professor, history; Heiiry T. - Council of Presidents, is an active wiem- | on the Stanford University endangered species list, ‘
Greely, professor, law; James M: Montoya, dedn of.inder-  ber of MEChA whio slept in the Quad. Al — -
graduate ad ns; Shirley Bverett, associate director, Di varado Was chosen to gather reseaichito S
ing Services; Valérie Zartarian, doctoral student in civil engi<  the commiittee. Prieto has since detlined her nominatin to thie The straw that seemed to break the: camel’s back for
e ‘ - b c © committee. t R " MEChA was an incident that occurred on Stnday May 1, at

Co AR Flicks. Flicks manager N’ Gai Croal allowed MEChA to show-

Advocates of the’ boycoft ‘argue; thiat the, a United Farin Worker's video bofore the main movie. The
" vineyard workers are iiderpaid and thaf pesti- video entitled “No Grapes” was met with students jeering;
cides used by the: growers are unhealthy to the  “Beaners go horie,” among other things. *Three days later,

worker$ as well as consumers. L " MEChA camped out in the Quad, demanding a camptis wide
“Itis a well-known fact that the pesticides  boycott of grapes, . ’ ’
" sprayed on grapes have detrimehtal and even fatal “[Stanford’s failure to ban grapes] is an insult and a show

. effects on the héalthi of migrant workers, Studies ~ of disrespect not only-to the farm workers and their families
* have also shown that they pose similar dangers  but to our entire comriunity and all those who believe in
- for consumers,” wrote MEChA in its listof de-  humantights,” MEChA arguesin their list of demands, “Stan-

maﬁ‘ds’enﬁﬂed‘Fastin_g for Chiange. “However, ford cannot keep ignoring those whose lives are being sacri-

Stanford continites to serve grapes’in dorm re-  ficed to the pesticides. Stanford must ban grapes from this
- ceptions, citered everts, and oven the Faculty campus.” - ) IR

Club. The truth must be known about grapes.” The boycott on grapes in not peculiar to Stanford and is

e not a new thing. For decades, labor leader Cesar Ch;qvczhas
led a nationwide boycott of grapes until his death in 1993,

. . T ’ sufficierit study material to constitute a major, © .
E ‘ ASlan Stlldles : The creation of the commitice was'a hard-won
» continﬁed from front »l;age . victory for The Concerned Students for Asian-Ameri-
T i ) 7 can Studies who culminated the upheaval of ethnic
Others, like Junior Alex Samsky, harbor a sincere be-  outcries last spring by disrupting a Faculty Senate :
liéf in the freedom of students t6 choose what tostudy, " meeting in order to voice their opiriion on-the issue.
Samsky declared, “Giving choices to students is good.  Encouraged by the attention .that the MEChA
And the more choices, the better.” protesters commanded fast Spring, the supporters of an
On the conceptual level, there are plenty of stu-  Asian-American Studies Program invaded a Faculty
dents claiming interest in the program. Most of these” Senate meeting on May 12, causing the first premature
envisiontaking enlightening courses from it arid may , adjoumment ofa faculty.meeting in the history of Stan-
" be‘even ddding it to their schedules as a second major. ford University. This act certainly did fof.win these
* Junitr Jason Low sees Asian-American Studies as an ~ Asian American students ‘the- sympathetic ear of the
Intérdisciplinary major and ot a separate department  faculty present at the meeting, It did, however, capture .
0'be the best solution 6f the problem for both the Uni- everyone’s attenition and make Asian‘Anerican’ Stud-’
“versity ‘and the ‘studénts. “This “way faculty already ' *ics a salieft issue at Stanford. * -, :: S
t:achipé Asian-American issues classes in other de- Afew other colleges, such as Corell and the Uni- -
., partrients can berecruited for the program. Asmallmi-  versity of California at Berkeley, have a degree-grant-

nority of students expresses doubts that there WOlﬂd be  ing prograin inAsiap—Amgdcén Studies, .-

It’s your right!

VOTE
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Defender of “Elitism’ proposes
curtailment of college matriculation

LEISURE

and a card-carrying member of the ACLU. Ini other:

The ]ate ‘William Henry IIT wasa registered Democrat

words, he was d scoundrel. ,
. And yet, the prermse of his latest book, In Defense of

" Elitism, is shockingly sensible: it is, quite simply, that the

great-post-WWII dialectic has been between egalitarianisin
and elitism, and that egalitarianisi has been winning all tob
often. Sometimes from the mouths of babes . .

I should stop right here and | explain what Henry means

by elitism. He does riot mean that an aristocratic clique
. should run goverament for the ‘benefit of the masses. - Here,

in his own words are the ideals that Henry admire as elitist:

Respect and even deference to leadershlp and posi-
“tion; esteem for accomphshment especially when
- achieved through Iong labor and rigorous education;
_ reverence for heritage, especially when it comes to
history, philosophy and culture; commitment to ra-
tionalism and scientific investigation; upholding of
objective standards; and most importantly, the wili-
ingness to assert that one idea, contnbunon or attain-

: ment is better than anotier, .

Henry diverges from both the Democrahc miainstream
and his ACLU brethren by committing himself to using
merit and achievement — not race or gender — as the stan-

- dards by which men are to be judged. He indicates that “[tJo

belong to a selected or favored group is morally repellent
when something other than learning arid achievement serves
as the basis for that selection or favoritism.” In other words,
he admires the kind of elitist who brags about his achievme-
ments and not his race or social class; who doesn’t belong to
all-black or all-white fraternities, organizations or nions;
who lovés competition, and thinks that success and failure

will do more for character than coddiing ever can; whohates -
" fenure, and seniority, and affirmative action, and legacy ad-

niissions;.and who doesn’; 't grade on a curvé and is willing to

- flunk the whole class,

Henry goes.on to indict the egahtanan notions that have
challenged these principles — to wit, the concept that ev-

eryone “is ‘pretty much alike, and-that they should be 503, -

moreover, that equality of ontcomes and self-fulfillment is

more important than equality of opportunity and objective

standards of achievement, Radical egalitarianism takes the
proposnmn that all men are created €qual to its logical ex-
treme: that all men should be at equal stations, in ail en-
deavors of life. Elitism means that inequalities might result

- from aJevel playing field, and should not be adduced asex-

amp]es of racism, sexism, etc.
- The most interesting chapter in this book is on educa~
tion, and as I had the honorrecently of defending his premise

‘onalive 1e1e\ri5iQn show, I will direct my attention to his ar-

gument here In keepmg with his defense of elmstprecepts,
Henry suggests that far tog many students are graduating
from university in America,. Since WWII, there has been a
vastincrease in the number of college students, In 1940, ap-
proximately 15% of American high-school stadents went on
to college; by 1960, that proportion had doubled again, to
33%. Today, more than 65% of Amencan students gotocol-
lege.

business or journalism, the number of students outstrips the
number of employed professionals; in America today, there
are more students currently enrolled in journalism school
than there are journalism graduates employed in the econo-
my. The same holds true for MBAs. In fields such as bio-
chemistry and even erigineering, there are vast surpluses of

degree-wielding academics.

Henry admires the kind of elitist: who
brags about his achievmements and not
his-race or social class; who doesn’t
belong to all-black orall-white fraternities,
organizations ‘or unions; who loves
competition, and thinks that success and
failure “will do more for character-than
coddling ever can; who hates tenure, and
seniority, .and affirmative action, and"
legacy admissions; ‘and who  doesn’t
grade on a curve and is willing to flunk the
whole class.

Ih and of itse]f; this trend towards broadly accessible
higher education might Seem harmless, and even desirable;
.. but Henry points out that the expansion of higher education
has not necessarily led to jts-improyement as well. In fact,
there is much evidence to suggest that while college used to
be an honér, a distinction of particular achievement, a uni-
versity dlplomahas now become commonplace among even
intellectual also-rans, .
For example, fully one- ﬁfth of state universities in
Anmerica are required to accept any in-state student who

wishes to enroll, as long as that student has a public. high- .

school diploma, Whereas college used to be a reward for
doing wellin high-school, itis now a rewird for merely com-
plefing high-school; and, of course, with secondary schools

in the state in théy’re in, finishing Grade 12 may not entait -

much more than having shown’ up to most of yuur classes
and not havmg killed someone.

" "Even" a$ hlgher education proliférates and medlo—
critizes, 20% of students who gradudte from college pursue
jobs which do not require college degrees. In fields such as

Henry suggests cutting the number of }ugh school grad-
qates that go'on to college in half. and placing the rest in oc-
cupational programs, This process wonld ferret sidents out
of academically marginal instimitions and serve them with
on-the-job traning and vocational schooling, instead of ad-
vanced educations that they are plainly notready forand will
never make good use:of. The decision as to which schools
remain academic anid which become vocational can be made
simply by requiring all institutions wishing to survive to give
a standardized test — Henry proposes the GRE — to all its
seniors, Those schools failing to meét the state norms would
suffer cutbacks.

Henry argues that sucha pohcy would create a compet—
itive environment among high schools and colleges alike,
thereby raising standards all around. In addition the cost of
public edircation would be greatly reduced. It would also

" redirect the biltions of taxpayer dollars now spent on four-
* year colleges into voeatxonal schools dees;gned to train peo- -

ple to meet market needs

- Aman Verjee
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continued from page 7

out teenager in his backyard and s#ill couldn’t manage akill shot.
So Bolshie nose-wipes, beware, ,

Assorted economic advisers

- We know that the Democrats love the poor because they
create so many more of them. OFf course, what should we expect
in terms of economic policy from a President who studied eco-
normics inMoscow? Exactly what we’ ve gotten, especially since
his team of economic advisers are mostly the Shih Tzus of Ivy
League Economics departments returning to the vomit of liber-
alism: a Democratic presidency.

Here’s what Clinton’s lefthand man — MIT.'s Lester

Thurow — had to say in 1989 about the former Soviet Union, a
country that built hydroelectnc dainsin places where there aren’t
any rivers:

“Can economic command significantly compress and ac-
celerate the growth process? The remarkable performance of the
Soviet Union suggests that it can. -In 1920 Russia was but a

minor figure in the economic councils of the world. Today it is )

acountry whose ecanomic achievements bear comparison with
those of the United States.”

Go way back and sit down, Lester. And Harvard's J(;hﬁ
Kenneth Galbraith said to New Yorker Magazine in 1984: “The
Soviet economy has made great national progress in recent
years.”

‘When Galbmlm retires from teachmg, ajob undoubtedly
awaits him writing press releases for Tass.

Jimmy Carter ‘/J

Let’s move on to thie newest member of President Clinton’s -,

cabinet, Jeemy Carter. The new Secretary-of-Haitian-Affairs-
in-pursuit-of-a-Nobel-Peace-Prize . co-wrote .a book several
yearsago with his wife Rosalynn called Everything to Gain. Ac-
tually, according to P.J, O’Routke, it’s more than abook— it’s a
full-blown home entertainment center. O'Rourke made numer-
ous parlor games out of finding stupid quotes in ETG, and so did
I Carter’s tome provides the following canon-fodder:

“When I was young and in high school, during WWII,
Tthought that Hirohito was the cruelest man alive next to
Hitler. Iblamed the entire Pacific conflict on him, Years
later. . . we went to Tokyo and called upon a sweet el-

, derly man, who raised flowers in his hothouse at the
palace. .., This was Emperor Hirohito— as farrernoved.
from my conception of him as he possibly could be.”
‘@131

Sometimes I wish Jimmy were smarter, so thathe could ap-
preciatejusthow stupid hereally is. Do we want thisman tokeep
running our foreign policy? If so, when do we posthumously
give Mussolini his Medal of Honor?

And here’s Carter’s views on health care:

- “By strict dlsmp]mary meastires possﬂ)le only in a totalitar-
ianstate. . . the Chinese have reduced their infant mortality rate,
carved out a broad immunization program, practically eradicat-

- ed venereal disease, and lowered t.he annual population growth
rate.” (p. 104)

‘Tung for pointers on how to 1un a country’s health care system,
And he’s undoubtedly been talking out of turn to the First Part-
ners, whose recently squashed Five, Year Plan for American
Health Care included employer mandates, state-managed health
care alliances, price controls, quotas for doctors, universal bud-
gets, and jail terms for private doctors, Hey, Double-Dip, does
Tiananmen Square mean anything to you?

‘Wait; I think I have an explanation for Carter’s drivel. On
page 59, Rosalynn writes:

“Thave worked wuh the pmblems of the mentally afflicted
for years, ever since I first became aware of their needs while

L

campaigning for Jimmy for Governor.”

- So there you have it. And Jimmy retums the compliment
onpage 21: .

“My wifehas never been more beautiful than whenher face
was covered with black smut from seraping bumed ceiling joists,
streaked with sweat from carrying plywood . , .”

Tve seen your wife, Jimbo, and I believe you.

‘When she was chancellor of the University of Wisconsin,
Boom Boom championed a speech code that prohibited speech
that was insulted people on the basis of “race, sex, religion, color,
creed, disability, sexual orientation, national ancestry or age.”

I notice that she omitted Jooks, personality and height from
her list of prohibitions: how charitable of her not to tailor the
speech code 50 as to apply to herself,

Strobe Talbott
OnInside Washjnéton in 1990, Talbott opined: '

“The difference from the Kremlin’s standpoint . . . be-
tween a conservative Republican administration and a 1ib-
eral Democratic administration was not that great. The So-
viet Union collapsed and the Cold War ended because of in-
ternal contradictions or pressures , . . And even if Jimmy
Carter had been re-elected, followed by Walter Mondale,
something like what we have now seen probably would
have happened.”

If Mr. Peanut had been re-clected i in 1980 followed by
Mondale in 1984, our economy wold be in such dire shape
today that the Soviet.Union would probably be offering us
financial aid ~— although not before President Chnton
promised to liberalize our economy.

T'll say this for Strobe: as com-symps go, e gets extra-

credit for effort. Even after all the coms are gone, he keeps

who can refute Talbott:
“American policy in the 1980s was a catalyst for the col-
lapse of the Soviet Union.”
- Oleg Kalugin, former KGB general

“ngrams such as the Strategic Defense Initiative acoeler— S
ated the decline of the Soviet Union.” o
— Aleksandr Bessmertnykh, former Soviet Foreign Mlmster .

“There was widespread concemn and actual fear of Reaganonthe
Central Committee. He was the last person they wanted to see
in Washington.”

— Yevgeny Novikov, served on senior staff
of the Communist Party Central Committee

\

‘Warren Christopher

He might be alright after some CPR, but I doubt it. Ac-
cording to Danicl Wattenberg of The American Spectator,
Christopher was being briefed by Colonel Charlie Beckwith on
the plan to rescue hostages who were being held by the Iranian
Revolutionary Guard in 1980. “Anyone who is holding a
hostage,” Beckwith said, “we intend to shoot right between the
eyes.”

According to Beckwith, Christopher’s reply was, “Well,
would you consider shooting them in the leg, orin the ankle or*
shoulder?” - '

‘Robert Rebin

- Bengath contempt in every sense of the phrase. Besides,
why attack Stumpy when his haircut is doing it for you?

Al“Air” Gore

Finally, we arrive at Boy Clinton's henchman, Algore.
‘Where tobegin? How about page 307 of Al Gore’s tree-wasting
Earth in the Balance: “No goal is more crucial to healing the

. global .environment than stabilizing the human population,”

Hey Al, how are your four kids?

‘When combined with other Gore-isms on why govem-
ments should proceed with environmental regulations even
though scientific evidence for impending global disaster is ten-
uous and contradictory, this statement must lead us to conclude
that it’s time to wallpaper Algore’s and Tipper’s room with
padding:

“Theil ms1stence on complete cenamty about the full details
of global warming — the most serious threat we have ever faced
— is actually an effort to avoid facing the awful, uncomfortable.
truth: that we must act boldly, decisively, comprehensively, and -
qmckly, even before we know every ]ast detail of the crisis.”

“If, when the xemammg unknowns about the environmen--, -
tal challenge enter the public debate, they are presénted as signs -
that the crisis may not be real after all, itundérmines the effort to
build a solid base of public support for the dlﬁicult actions we
must take.” - .

On the basis of this mmb)irigs, it muét be considered a top
national priority to ensure that Algore never works again. Oops,
we al:eady did Lhat, we made h1m Vice Pmmdenl;

~Aman Ve:]ee is-a senior stndymg Pubhc Pohcy He is the editor-

Tt seems that Dun Jlmmy has been lookmg to Mao Tse- on symping. But why listen to me when there are others  in-chief of The Stanford Review,
: : : . First Class Mail
) : The Stanford Review U.S. Postage
b4 3 : 2

Support Stanford’s Conservative Voice PO. Box 2343 PAID
. Stanford, CA 94309 Permit No, 229
i . AID MAILING
P P ’ . Los Altos, CA

Contributions from individual Stanford alumni and s a s

friends keep The Stanford Review on the presses.

Donations are tax-deductible. For a gift of $50 or more, you will receive one
ﬁear of The Stanford Review. Please make checks Eazr; le to "The Stanford
eview" and mail to: The Stanford Review, PO, Box

, Stanford, CA,; 94309.

[1$50

Name

[1$250
[ P

Address’

.'The Stanford Review is a student organization chartered by the
Associated Students of Stanford University, 205 Tresidder
Memorial Union, Stanford, CA 94305, which holds our non-profit
permit. For all other purposes, the Review's address is as shown.




VOL Xill, NO. 2.

By Eric Jackson
Staff Writer

Stanford University recently came to an out of cowrt set-
tlement with the Dep of Toxic Sut es Control
(DTSC) of the state of California which will cost the Univer-
sity nearly half a million doifars. The suit was regarding al-

" leged violations of California standards in the handling of haz-
ardous waste materials by the University.

Payment of the various fines and costs of new programs
will come out of the University’s unrestricted general funds,
Vice Provost and Dean of Research and Graduate Policy
Charles Krueger states that the school saw this coming, and as
a result was prepared financially to meet its requirements.
Krueger stated in an open letter that the University opted to set-
tle ont of court becanse a court case would have been “very
costly both to Stanford and the state.”. But the bottom line, in
the words of Director of University Communications Terry
Shepard, is simply that “there is going to be less money to do
the University’s business.”

The California bureau claimed that over 1,600 violations
occurred on campus during the past six. _years, most happening
before 1992. Approximately three quarters of the violations
were of a téchnical nature, meaning they consisted of errors in
record keeping, labeling, and the reporting of incidents to the
DTSC.. The University admitted to roughly 40 percent of the
allegations, ¢ ding that the inder was based on inac-
curate interpretations of state laws. They argue that these laws
are applicable to heavy industries, not to research Iaboratory fa-
cilities like those at Stanford.

The University has admitted to four toxic spills, but the
cases were of a trivial nature, such as tiny amounts of oil leak-
ing from an outdoor compressor or battery acid leaking from a

No smoking, please
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Stanford settles toxic waste suit out court

Stanford will pay nearly hatfa miliion dollars in'fines for
allegedly mishandling hazardous waste materials, .

labet from the manufacturer was left on the contain-
er. Although manufacturer’s labels generally have
moreinformation on them then the state requires, the
DTSC considered these incidents to be violations of
state law.

Hazardous waste is defined by law as any
substance which is toxic, comosive, or flammable.
Shepard thinks this is too broad. “[This category is
broad enough to include] fluorescent tubes, flash-
light batteries, or the stuff under your kitchen sink.”
Alan Hirsch, spokesman for the DTSC, denies that
the University was unfairly held to industral stan-
dards. “We’ve done numerous inspections over the
past six years,” he said, “and we’ve found a number
of problems fin the way Stanford deals with haz-
ardous materials].”

Hirsch cited an incident from last June
when traces of mercury were found inside pipes in a
Stanford science building, indicating that someone

forkliftonto a roadway. Inall four incidents, officials acted im-
mediately to clean up the area. None of the incidents in ques-
tion, according to Shepard, resulted in substantial harm to the
environment or any person.

According to Shepard, about 30 percent of the admitted
violations were cases of improper labeling.. Incidents include
writing the chemical formula for a substance instead ofits com-
mon name, such as putting “CO” on alabel instead of “Carbon
Monoxide.” Another problem which arose was the size of the
labels required by state law to be placed on all containers of
hazardous materials. The labels, typically designed for indus-
trial size drms, were often bigger than the small containers
used in a research facility. In many such cases, the original

Cigarettes now banned.
inall campus reszdences

By Nicole Cooper
Staff Writer

In yet another of a sexes of steps taken to
curb the growth of cigarette smoking, Stanford
University has decreed a ban on smoking within
allresidences. This currentban is an extension of
Iast year's prohibition of smoking in any outdoor
area where smoke might waft into a bmldmg or
covered walkway,

‘The recent addition to the ban follows a pat-

Student smokers fight up outside the Coffee House.

temn of restrictive smoking regulations by Stan-
ford’s administration. In 1985, smoking was banned in all
indoor areas on campus with the exceptions of certain of-
ficesand eating areas. Smoking was also banned in the Cof-
fee House, much to the dismay of an ahonymous smoker
who states, “Tfind the prohibition of smoking in the CoHo
quite disgruntling, It has, for years, been a place to sit back,
mellow out and enjoy a cigarette with other smokers, and
now I feel as though I have been ousted from my niche.”
Smoking has since been banned in university vehicles, Stan-
ford Stadium, Frost Amphitheater, covered walkways, and

any place where smoke might wiift into a building or cov-
ered walkway and disturb others. The outright smoking pro-
hibition in resident halls is the most recent addition to the
smokingban,

many smokers on campus are flabergasted over what they
consider a violation of their basic liberties. Sympathizers of
smokers feel that smokers are being unjustly punished for
makmg alifestyle choice that others don’t agree with.

‘While many students support the newly imposed ban,

continued on page 3

enemies

News

Students call for
Krasner boycott

* Political science. prof. Stephen

- Krasner anaren fly made some
ast spring when he

~ spoke out about Asian overrepre-
sentation among undergraduales.

had merely. poured the toxic substance down the
drain instead of taking the proper steps to dispose of it.

This type of regulation is not unique to Stanford, indicat-
ed Lawrence Gibbs, director of Stanford’s Department of En-
vironmental Health and Safety. Said Gibbs, the Unied States
Congress directed the Environmental Protection Agency to
study the issue back in 1987, and though recommendations for
changes were made, no action was ever taken. The bulk of the
money Stanford must pay will go to the state as a penalty by
the University, The school will reimburse the DTSC $235,000
for administrative costs. Also, Stanford must contribute
$300,000 to several assorted environmentalist groups Wthh
deal with hazardous waste projects,

continued on page 3
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VIEWPOINT

An Agenda for the University

- Aman Verjee and Michael Meyer

"Tith the beginning of the year
upon us, we find ourselves hop-
ing for successes on all fronts,

Here are our recomniendations to the
University for the coming year:

1, Repeal the Grey Amendment to the
Fundamental Standard — more appro-
priately known as Stanford’s “Speech
Code.”’ Stanford’s primary mission is the
relentless and disinterested pursuit of truth.
The speech code at Stanford attempts to
proscribe speech on the basis of whetl

access to: the percentage of minority appli-
cants who were accepted; average SAT

scores and high-school GPAs for minority -

enrollees and legacies; and average Letter
Grade Indicator of minority students and

-legacy students.

3. Increase recruiting by the Office of
Admissions. With an alarming drop in our
yield rate now evident, the University
should comumit itself to actively recruiting
as many top students as possible. This may
require increasing the 11-man staff in the

the ideas behind- the words “stigmatize”
certain protected categories of students.
This policy effectively serves to shut those
ideas out of thie realm of debate, and thus is
diametrically opposed to the free flow of
opinion required in orderto wholehearted-
ly pursue truth, ’

2. Meritocratize the admissions policy.-

The Office of Admissions should seek to
accept the most qualified students it can
find regardless of gender, race, geographi-
cal location or legacy statiss,’ Stanford

should eliminate the box on its application .
-form-that asks applicants for their ethnici-

ty, and should confer rio special privileges
— either in recrnitment or in admission —
upon students from tradifionally “disad-
Furthermore, Stanford . Utiiversify

must welcome continuous debate over its
admissions policy. In-the interests of

. encouraging such "debate; the Office of

Adinissions should stop preventing public

Darren Allaway

The Stanford

Six

Class of *98

Steve Stenstrom
and friends

Women's Sports

. N
Crime, pork, and power
It is the best of times: It is the worst of times. On the field, Cardinal athletes have got the NCAAs in
the palms of their hands. Unfortimately, those hands tend-to be handcuffed occasionally.

Office of Admissions to something
approximating Harvard’s 40.

4. Revamp CIV. What began as a popular
Western Culture, requirement designed to
provide freshmen with a survey of the cul-
ture they. live in has become a 15-unit
hodge-podge of texts chosen for the color,
gender and politics of their authors.
Today's CIV has worn out its welcome, but
the Western Civ of years past.had many
merits to it. We propose a two-quarter
Western Civ class followed by an elec-
tive quarter with reading and writ-
ing about a cultire of the stu-
dent’s choice. " -

5, Redefine DRs, Under
the current tyranny, stu-
dents have too many
subject areas to define
and too few class-

es that fill the DR .

in each areal” |

only happened at Cal.

Just beat Cal.

'ful women

Stanford basketball’s felonious forward should leave the stealing
to his backcourt (keep it on the court, guys). I thought this stuff

Their fifteen minutes of fame (or ten minutes of .hale) should have
long since passed, but some people still see scarlet letters on their
. chests... or are those pink triangles?

Tiger Woods and Kristen Folkl! He putts like Nicklaus; she dunks
(yes, dunks). Is it possible to have two recruits of the decade? Well,
isapig'sasspork? Is Bill Clinton a draft-dodger and an infidel? Yes.

Once I dared to dream / of striking the Heisman pose. / But
now I see that with my tearn / down the drain that fantasy goes.

Cardinal women continue to crush their competition. Soccer and
volleyball don’t know defeat, and neither will tennis or swimming.

Funny, we were always told that domination is a male syndrome.

‘What is the goal of DRs? Simply put, they
are designed to insure that students have
exposure to all broad areas of academic
thought. Break the University down into
the basic areas (Science, Humanities, and .
Social Science) and require two courses
from each area. Students will leave
Stanford with a broad education and still
have the freedom to dictate their educa-
tion’s path. Also, eliminate the politicaily-
charged requirements such as World
Cultures and the Gender Requirement.

6. Eliminate Residential Education.
Residences.are places for students to live,
not venues for them to be “programmed”
(Res Ed’s word, not ours) in politically cor-
rect thought.

7. Allow Hoover Fellows to teach
Stanford classes. In 1992, The Economist
rated the Hoover Institution the top think-
tank in the world. A number of America’s
finest scholars, including a slew of Nobel
Prize winners, are right here

on campus, yet
faculty members
who_harbor ideologi-
cal differences with the
Hoover Institution
have effectively
barred most of
them  teaching
Stanford classes.

The potential being
wasted here is
embarrassing.
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- Philosophy. professor speaks on virtue,

By May Mak
Staff Writer .

One may have both money and power, but life is incom-

plete without virtue, said Dr. Raymond Dennehy last Tuesday

- night to an audience of 24 people at the first of four lectures
on virtue, Dr. Dennehy, the Motimer Fleishhacker Chair of
Philosophy at the University of San Francisco spoke on the
topic “ Moral Virtue in a Pluralistic Society.”

Dennehy began by stressing the importance of virtue to
people since time immemorial. Quoting Plato’s Republic, he
‘maintained that while some people are satisfied with the mere
appearance of wealth and others with the mere appearance of
power, nobody is reafly satisfied with the mere appearance of
good; everyone expects the real thing. Continuing, he focused
on establishing the importance of virtue in our lives today.

Dennehy also argued that a moral consensus is a prereq-
uisite to a virtuous society. Moral consensus is recognition of
a set of core principles that all agree upon. The problem, ac-
cording to Dennehy, is getting people to agree on those val-
ues. Cultural relativism, he believes, stands in the way of
moral consensus because people are fundamentally ethnocen-
tric and will base their values upon their own history. Thus,
due to an abundance of cultural obstacles, we have no “God’s
eye view of reality."

pluralism

After setting his groundwork and addressing background nghts by the owners to search the inhabitants of the housing
issues, Dennehy came to the topic in question, first bnngulg - area based on suspicion of drg déalings. Theresidentshad a

up the inherént conflict in it. With the mulutude of vxewpomts
expressed in a pIurahsth society,
how can there be virtue as defined
by Plato’s “finality to principle

ing courage as an example of
virtue, he said that the courage
to stand firmly by one’s beliefs
amidst our present social and
cultural chaos is difficult,

The professor later answered

Citing courage as
in the face of challenge?” Cit- an example of virtue,
" Dennehy said that =

“safet environment, but their basic cqri_stitutiénal rights to free-

‘dom and privacy had to be sacrificed first. This de-
cision showed prudénce and virtue on the part of
the residents in a pluralistic society, where they

did have the chome to refuse such random

FolIowmgAnstotle s school of thought, the

he courage tO stand professor went on to argue that virtue is not in-
fll"m to one’s bellefs herent in people. Virtue is acquired, and one can

only obtain it through actions. ' Nobody drinks

amidst our present with the aim of becoming an alcoholic, he said, but

his own question by stating that social and cultural has to actuaily take a sip to become one. We

such absolutism is not necessarily
an enemy to freedom; viriue and
plumhsm need not conflict. One .
can disapprove of certain aspects of a person’s character, he
emphasized, and still respect other qualities in the very same
person, and as such co-exist peaceably.

In a pluralistic society, an assumption can also be made

that people are rational. Thus they possess a natural potential . .

for virtuousity as well. But enjoying rights without virtue is
empty living, he said; this he illustrated using the example of
a Chicago housing project for which the police were given

chaos is difficult.

must work towards shaping ourselves into our ide-
als, he concluded, through an awareness of our-
selves and our limits.

This week, on October 11th, Dr. Dennehy wxll discuss
"The Much Misunderstood Virtue of Sexual Behavior." The
topic of Dr. Dennehy's October 18th lecture is yet to be decid-
ed, and his fourth scheduled lecture (October 25) wilt concem
"Personal Virtue and Public Policy: Does the priavate morali-
ty of our public leaders matter?" The series of Dennehy talks
are sponsored in part by The Stanford Review, Stanford Stu-

dents for Life, and Students for a Traditional Sexual Ethic.

¢ ASSU

continqu from front page

Michael- Jackson delegated management responsi-
bilities of Tresidder Union to as of September 1,
1994, has decided to discontinue its operation of the
" Recreation Ceriter.

Anotherissue that was broughtup at Tuesday's
meeting was Taco Bell at Tresidder Union.. Sepator
EdMalone asked aboutthe cutrent status of Taco Belf
during a report by the Council of Presiderits. Anietic
Ekanem, one of the presidents, responded to Mal-
one’s question by saying that the delay is due to the
taking over of Tresidder Union by new managers, the
Stanford Management Company. Senator Malone
was then referred to Financial Manager Lucas, who
told him that the space allocated for Taco Bell didnot
meet government standards at this time,

- The senate also passed an amendment to make
it much easier to reach cloture. The amendment al-
lows for a minimum of five senators o speak on any

givenbill before a vote is taken foreach cloture. Clo-
ture can then be reached by 2/3 of the voting sena-
tors. Senator Stephen Russell proposed an amend-
mentto the amendment that would have restored the
old rules which allowed any senator to speak at least
once, He felt that the amendment went “against
openness” in the seriate, and would result in the sti-

* fling of opinion. Senator Smeetha Richardson con-
carred with Russell. She argued that the news niles
would serve to shut non-voting senators out of the
deliberation process. The Russell Amendment was
rejected and the new parliamentary rule was passed
unanimously.

In other senate business, Nawwar Kasrawi, the
chair of the senate, unilaterally established a com-
mittee to study special fees at Stanford. This com-
miltee has been established inreaction to certain stu-
dent organization losing funding in last year’s elec-
tions. The Senate also approved a leave of absence
for Senator Sanford Dickert, who will miss over.1/3
of his term to work for IBM.

¢ Smoking
continued from front page

“Personally, I-agree with the ban one-hundred per-
cent,” said senior Stewart Richardson sarcastically,
“Jtis inkeeping with Stanford’s current trends which
deny personal freedom and individuality in favor of
the shallow ‘Fro yo head roller-blading’ culture. The
smoking ban is accepted even though I think most
people consider it overly anal, and simply because so
few people smoke, 1o one is going to make a big
deal”

Freshman Simone Agnolucci feels that itis nec-
essary “toreach acompromise between smokers and
non-smokers.”. She suggests that “each dorm should

- have a smoking lounge so that the smokers don’t

have to go outside to have a cigarette,”

“You shouldn’t have to stand out in the rain and
smoke,” junior Matthew Holloway told thie San Jose
Mercury Newslast year. “Why can non-smokers con-
trol the inside and the outside? I feel pretty persecut-
ed,” he continued, Co

- Otherstuck ipportiveof the bananditsre-
centextensions. “Ttis very difficult for me to have re-
spect for someone who is knowingly and selfishly
doing harm to my heath,” said junior Amanda Breen
to the Stanford Daily last year. {Smokers] are infring-
ing upon my right to breathe clean air.”

Freshman Fred Savage agrees with the ban: “I
think it is good because if you smoke in a place where
your sraoke affects other people, it is unfair to those
people.” He feels, however, that “if some individuals
would like to [enjoy] a good cigar, pipe, or cigarette,
that option should be available to thei in areas where
it does not affect [others.]

¢ Violations
con(inufad from front page

The three environmentalist groups, as tentative-
ly agreed upon by the University and the state, which
will receive contributions are the California Environ-
mental Education Partnership centered in Bakers-
field, the Bay Area Green Business Recognition Pro-
gram, and a southern Califomia organization spe-
cializing in poliution prevention. None of these
groups deal directly with Stanford University or were
impacted by the school’s hazardous waste violations.

Another issue over which the state and the Uni-
versity were at odds was that of who should deal with
the containment, labeling, and storage of hazardous
materials. Stanfoid currently employs a full time,
trained staff to manage these procedures, with fund-
ing projected at $2.1 million this year. The DTSCre-
jects this method, insisting that the University train
the 6,000 people faculty, staff, and students who
come into contact or make use of any substances de-

scribed as “hazardous,” aprogram that will cost Stan-
ford $880,000 this academic year and around
$770,000 per year thereafter,

‘The method preferred by Stanford, according to
Gibbs, is not only cheaper but produces less waste
than the one advocated by the DTSC. Gibbs added
thatspecialists whocome intocontact with all the ma-
terials are better able to select the ones which can be
reused orrecycled, whereas generalists are more like-
1y tolack that abitity.-

Hirst disagrees. “Stanford consistently gave its
employees inadequate training,” said Hirsch. “It is
ot paying the largest fine for a university in the his-
tory of the state because of improper Iabeling [only].”
It s not clear whether Stanford been singled out un-
fairly as anexampleto other schools in Califoria, but
the DTSC does have the authority to escalate penal-
ties against one institution in other to set an example
forotherinstitutions, “Ourenforcement actions were
‘based strictly on violations that we found there,” said
Hirsch, “We levy penalties that we feel are appropri-
ate based on violations.” .
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Editorialé represent the opinions of the editorial board on a topic relevant to the Stanford comyunity.
The board consists of the editor-in-chief, opinions editors, and three editosial writers, with additional
input from other members of The Starford Review.

Hate is No Crime

e vandalism last May of the ‘Gay Liberation’ statues on campus
has provoked much debate. Unfortunately, however, the argu-
ments have mostly been demonstrative of the unreflective stupidi-

-ty that has come to surround matters of free speech on college campuses
in recent years, Fallacious arguments have fallen from both sides of the
political spectrum, Some conservatives have argued that the vandalism of
the statue js defensible because the statue represents a distasteful political
statement—{0 wit, acceptance of homosexual behavion.

However, the political significance of the ‘Gay Liberation’ statues is
irrelevant: vandalism is the dispositive issue. Willful damage to property is
atall fimes and in all circumstances wrong, and the students who damaged
the statues should be condemned and made to pay for the restoration. That
the art may be objectionable to some students is entirely extraneous to the

. question, Noziartwork advocating the slaughter of Jews and gypsies would
be repulsive to the vast majority of Stanford students, but were the Univer-
sity to purchase and display such art in a prominent place, we would con-
fine our censure to verbal and written disapprobation, and nothing more,

As for liberals, they too have strayed fror the real issue. Instead of
treating the vandalism of the ‘Gay Liberation’ sculptures as a matter of
property damage, the High Priests of political correctness —the editorial
writers of The Stanfond Daify— have spouted gibberish like:

“When seven varsity athletes were arrested forallegedly vandalizing the
statues on the west side of campus, they denied any anfi-gay motivation
for the alleged vandalism. Whether or ot prejudice was ind their ac-
tions remains to be seen — but their targeting of the statues gives the
pearance of 3 hate crime, and even an appearance of that kind cannot g
tolerated ” (May 19, 199%)

In other words; the law should not only punish the act of vandalism,
but should presume the defendants guilty of hate without even a chance of
establishing innocence. The Daily and others have also supported ¢hang-
ing Califomia law to treat “hate-motivated” vandalism of public property
more severely than vandalism in general, ‘

‘We disagree. Hate-crime statutes are incompatible with our constifu-
tionally protected fight to hold whatever private opinions we wish, A state
should enforce laws against property damage by penalizing all actions
equally and fairly, Ifa court proposes a punishment for a certain action, and
then enhances the penalty because of the privately held values of the actor,
then itis punishing the opinions as surely as it is the actions,

A state should enquire as to the thoughts of the defendants only inso-
farasis necessary tod ine criminal inrenf(nrmmvrvn)_ Inotherwords,
premeditated murder may justly be punished more severely than involun-
tary manslaughter. But personal belief falls well out of the purview of mens
rea: 'The latter connotes purpose of action, while the former is merely an
opinion. To adduce the one as justification for punishing the other consti-
tutes animpermissible leap in logic that strikes at the heart of one of Amer-

. ica’s most cherished principles: nonverbal expressive activity can be pun-
ished for the actions it entails, but not because of the ideas it expresses,

What is Racism?

Stsphen Krasner is the Iatest to bear the ugly brand of “racist”” Last

winter, wereported that Professor Krasner stated that Christian whites

are an underrepresented group at Stanford, vis-a-vis their representa-
tion in the American population at large. Now a group of unidentified stu-
dents are posting flyers all over Kresge Auditorium calling for students to
boycott Professor Krasner's Political Science 35 class, claiming that Kras-
ner's remarks were racist and that he has an anti-Asian agenda.

Although some of those on the left have broadly defined racism so as
to include Krasner’s remarks, we would fike to tell you whatthe dictionary
says about racism. Racism is “an excessive and irrafional belief in or advo-
cacy of the superiority of a given group, people, ornation, on racial grounds
alone.” A second definition is holding the “doctring of the preponderant in-
fluence of actual or assumed racial factors in the origin, development, and
rank of various human societies.”

Now, was Prof. Krasner advocating the superiority of one group over
another on the basis of race alone? No. Did he assert that race actually de-
termines the “origin, development, and rank” of people? No. So his de-
tractors are either illiterate (possible) or dishonest {probable).

Too many people today think that they can somehow refute an op-
posing argument without addressing its merits or shertcomings by simply
branding it as racist, sexist, or homophobic. Whileno one wantstobe called
a racist, it is important that individvals with dissenting opinions hold not
back what is on their minds. We encourage Professor Krasner to continue -
to shed light on the dark comers of political correctness, because all of you

" out there can be damed sure that we at the Review will, )

~ BIRELY. THERE MUiSY BE
PN ENDANGERED GPECIES .
RROUND HERE GaMEWHERE!

Republican Party Chair

for Santa Clara County

SPEAKING IN OKADA LOUNGE

Tuesday, October 11th
6:00 pm

Refreshments will be served .

 CHASTITY: THE MUCH
MISUNDERSTOOD VIRTUE
. OF SEXUAL BEHAVIOR

Dr. Raymond Dennehy

Mortimer Fleishhacker Chair of Philosophy
University of San Francisco

Dr. -Dennehy, one of the founders of the Ignatius Institute, will be
discussing the contemporary importance of virtue in America today, as
well as how we can lead virtuous lives in modern society. He will be
using William Bennett’s best-selling Book of Virfues to aid his presentation.

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 11TH

TRESIDDER: CYPRESS ROOM SOUTH
~7:00 - 830 PM

Sponsored in part by Stanford Students for Life
and Students for a Traditional Sexual Ethic
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If You Don’t Like It, Steal It

olieges and universities pride them-
Cselves on being institutions of free and

open-discourse, where the open mar-
ketplace of ideas is paramount to'a higher ed-
ucation. Unfortunately, a rash
of school newspaper thefts
across the country -—— many of
which have been met with little
or no response from that
school’s administration — has
called into question our univer-
sities’ commitment to this noble
mission.

Should institutions of high-
er learning protect all forms of
free speech, and proudly declare
themselves guarantors of the
First Amendmeni? Or do they
have an obligation to restrict
certain forms of dialogue which
may be deemed offensive by some? These are
the questions that top universities are trying to
answer in the wake of tensions created by con-
troversial newspaper articles.

Perhaps the most publicized example of
such tensions took place recently at the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania, Atissuewas an opin-
ion column, written by senior Gregory Pavlik,
which appeared in the April 15, 1993, issue of
the Daily Pennsylvanian. Pavlik harshiy crit-
icized preferential treatment for blacks, both

Adam Ross

oncampus and throughout the country, as well
as documented what he believed to be the
hypocrisy of extremist blacks. “{TThe wave of.
anti-white fervor has swept more than just col-
lege campuses,” he wrote.
“The federal government
now tequires all employers
to systematically discrimi-
nate against white applicants
for hiring and promotion.”

Pavlik continued,
“[n)ationally, black militants
rail against white bigotry
and the ~“United Snakes of
AmeriKKKa’ while praising
hate mongers like Malcolm
X, an ex-pimp who con-
spired with the Ku, Klux
Klan.”

A regular columnist for
the Daily Pennsylvanian, Pavlik was notori-
ous at Penn for his conservative, and often
controversial, columns on race. This time,
though, black students struck back.

On the morning of April 15, 1993, sever-
al black students confiscated nearly all 14,200
copies of the Daily Pennsylvanian. The stu-
dents, who posted fliers calling themselves
“The Black Community,” justified the theft as
a protest of “the blatant and voluntary perpet-
uation of institutional racism against the black

* the  newspaper

community by the D.P. {Daily Pennsylvani-
an], the administration, and/or any indepen-
dent entities affiliated with the university,” ac-
cording to the fliers.

One black student leader, Kaplan Mo-
bray, echoed the senti-
ments of “The Black
Community.” Mo-
bray approved of

. “lt galls me to
no end that José

For its part, the administration went to
-great lengths not to offend either side. Interim
president Claire Fagin reached out to minori-
ty groups, in an effort to placate their anger.
“By listening to students and placing the situ-
ation in perspective, T have come to see

things more as issues and trends than as
problems,” she confessed to’ The

Phifadelphia Inguirer. After all,

Fagin claimed, Penn today “is a

theft, aiming that ~ BUFCIagA would hell of a lot better than [it was] in
the action brought not have to take ‘44 or ‘64 or ‘747

attention to a larg- FRTI Without criticizing the in-
€r, more pervasive responSIblllty for cident itself, Fagin affirmed the

problem at Penn
and across the
comniry:  racism.
“The internal sub-
stance of the actions has produced an immedi-
ate impact,” he intoned, “one that will carry
Penn into year 2000.”

A number of Penn students and faculty
Jjoined “The Black Community” to support the
stealing of the campus publication. In all, 202
Penn blacks wrote a letter to the Daily Penn-
sylvanian attempting to explain their actions.
The letter blasted Penn's newspaper as an in-
effective means of discourse. “Instead of con-
fronting their fears by exposing themselves to
African-Americans, white students larbor ig-
norant feelings against us,” the Ietter stated.

his actions,” said
Aman Verjee.

University’s commitment .to' free".
speech, at least in the abstract, and
the open marketplace of ideas. “[Tlhe
confiscation of any publication on cam-
pus is now, has been, and will remain unac-
ceptable,” she stated. :

Yet Fagin took no disciplinary measures
against the thieves. Thisinaction, according to
Daily Pennsylvanian editor Jordana Hom,
amounted to no less than an endorsement of
theft. Hom still harbors a “deep seated feeling
of betrayal” over the incident. “It really dis-
turbs me that the whole idea of crime and pun-
ishment should be lost in the shuffle of ‘mak-
ing things better,”” she stated.

Horn further argued that the censorship
of ideas—in any way, shape, or form—is an-

“They read your tithetical toall that ahigherJeaming institution
gospel and are  should stand for. “Ifeellike [students] cannot
persuaded by the learn when something that is blatantly wrong
biased opinions of  goes unpunished,” she said. “To stifle free-
those such as dom of expression on a college campus is
Pavlik’s.” continued on page 6

FOR THE

Y Clinton Jost a comupt, Democratic yes-man this weck
when Agriculture Secretary Mike Espy tumed in his resig-
nation. Perhaps it’s karma; after all, Clinton gained a cor-
rupt, Democratic yes-man in Haiti the week before.

v AWoman's Guide to Stanford came out last week, and
tells the Stanford everywoman that she is in an “abusive re-
lationship” if her man bas done any of the following: “ig-
nored your feelings,” been “jealous,” “insisted you dress the
wayhe. .. wants,” or “controlled all of the family income,”
Apparently a man should be wary of complimenting a
date’s clothes out of hand for fear of creating the impression
that he prefers a certain fashion. And getting a job while
your wife stays at home is right out of the question. Ward
Cleaver, shame on you. :

Alec Rawis

Y "The poet lanreate of Stanford’s leftist chic, José Burci-
aga, has apiece in the latest issue of Expresicn, the Chicano
journal, wherehe suggests thatthe Republicans adoptacon-
dom as their official emblem. Why? Because a condom
“stands for inflation, halts production, protects a bunch of :
pricks. .. and gives one a false sense of security while being
screwed.”  This saw is as old as the story of the chicken
and the road; however, until now, we have only ever heard
it applied to Democrats. After all, the GOP sporis a better
record than the Dems on inflation, on economic growth,
and on pointing out that condoms provide a “false sense of
security,” not “safe sex.” 'We hope thatMr. Burciaga takes
care toplagiarize something more appropriate thenexttime.

vV Last week, the Asian-American Studies Committee

meeting began with Political Science Professor Daniel Oki-

moto stating the two central questions the committee must

address: “One, should we have an Asian-American Studies

program? Two, what form should it take?” We offer an al-

ternative set of questions: “One, should we have an Asian-
American Studies program? Two, to which more deserv-

ing department should we divert any proposed funding?”

Like Professor Okimoto, we seem to have answered our

first question.
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Lol A Pestllence Stalks Us

danger lorks on campus. . . insidious
Aand elusive, yet always near. We
cannot easily discemn this specter,
but each of us caries alittle piece of it around
with us wherever we
go, as innocently as
cold germs on our
hands. Unlike recog-
nized biological con-
taminants,  however,
this  danger - spreads.
without suffering the-
stigma that its gnormity -
justifies; indeed, most
of us brandish our strips
of this specter’s sheetas
proudly and righteous-
ly as any national flag.
But what IS this that
is so inimical to our
community, to our dream of peaceful, lib-
erated, and self-fulfilling coexistence down
on the Farm? Letus acknowledge it for what
itis, denounce it, extirpate it! But first, letus
brace ourselves, for surely we are not pre~
pared to-see this vaunted wretch in its true

Ryan Bounds

light — we will want to turn awdy, but, in’

matters of community, resolute we must be,
Very well, then. Topple the pedestal, lift the
curtain, turn the brilliant light of réalization
on the idol of Sensitivity!

Yes, fearless readers, this is the phantom
that threatens us and our community. More
than grapes, more than vandalism, more even
than the ever feared budget cuts, Sensitivity
threatens to corupt our scholastic experience
and tear our student community asunder. In-
deed, it has already begun its horrendous
task. Anyone who still doubts (and there will
be many — false consciousness, as any good
Marxist will asseverate, is difficult to aban-
don) needs only consider the last 6 months in

" the life of Stanford,

Consider a recent example of Sensitivi-
ty casting its evil spell: areactionary call by
afwisely!] unidentified stadent for us to boy-
cott Political Science Professor Stephen

Krasner’s class in response to his allegedly.

" “anti-Asian agenda.” Krasner revealed his
patently anti-Asian agenda in a shocking 0b-
servation last spring that Jews and Asians are,

relative to the U.S. generally, ovexrepresent—
ed in the student body of Stanford!

A member of our community read his
comments to this effect and saw an inflam-
: matory expression of racism, a prej-
udice that is simply and objectively
not manifest in Krasner’s com-
ments, Despite the semantic argu-
ment, which is made elsewhere,
Krasner, himself, is Jewish, and

stitute around a quarter of the Stan-
" ford student body, certainly do not
constitute nearly such a proportion
of U.S. residents. So what, most of
us certainly ask, is the problem?
The problem is that this student,
fancying himself. more perspica-
cious than the rest of us, chumed
out his vacuous flyers, disrupted
Krasner's class, and tred to get all of usina
dither, merely because his head was hidden
in the hoary mists of Sensitivity: he read of
Krasner’s observation that Asians are over-
represénted, connected this with the backlash
against the stereotypically “nerdy” Asian (of
which heis apparently acutely sensitive), and
cried “foul” in the loudest shriek he could
muster. The result of his Sensitivity, finely
tuned by years of multiculturalism and jeal-
ous racial identification? Embarrassment
and wasted paper (white laser-printer bond
— the ecologically worst kind), but Sensitiv-
ity prevails again.

Another instance of Sensitivity \vorkmg
its divisive magic: a group of pathetically in-
toxicated athletes vandalize a statue celebrat-
ing “gay pride.” No one is certain why they
did it; we can bet that they are not going to
hold a news conference within 200 miles of.
here to declare that they were motivated by
their deep-seated hatred of homosexuals and
thus put all our doubts to rest. But the gay

members of our community feel safe here

(and well they should) and thus liberated to

discuss their Sensitivity to the vandalism of -

an artwork that represents- some of their
closely held values (thank goodness we still
have such a community). We hear of sensa-

‘tions of personal violation and outrage and of .

suspicions that male athletes and fraternity

persons of Asian descent, who con- -

" members are bigots whose socialization pat-

c ity outreach center. Oh, and, once

ternsinduce this sort of terrorism. Perhaps all
of this is true, but the castigation of athletes
and frat boys for flagrantly anti-homosexual
prejudices is predicated on a motivation for
this vandalism that has not been articulated.
Results? The vandals might face hate-crime
charges, fraternity members — regardless of
their individually demonstrated prejudices
(or, for that mat-
ter, sexual ori-
entation)
face mandato-

training, the

Leshian, Gay, budget cuts, Sensitivity
and Bisoxudl  threatens to corrupt our
Community . .

Center receives  SCholastic experience
$10000 fom  and tear our student
funds the univer- .

sity ostensibly  COMMunity asunder.
does not have, and

Sensmvny insinuates itself a little farther

. into the fissures of our community.
Anéther headline-grabbing example of
Sensitivity’s endemic, inimical allure: mem-
bers of a Flicks audience boo a showing of

-«the cavstic, hyper-politicized documentary

film “No Grapes”. Contemporaneously, the
university administration considers accept-
ing Cecilia Burciaga’s pmposal that her posi-
tion be terminated in the budget-cutting pro-
cess. ' Students, most of them Chicano, decry
the audience’s rude outbursts at the “No
Grapes™ screening as racial insensitivity (it

should here be noted, not necessarily as an’

apology, that the Flicks andience often boos
at what appears on the screen arbitrarily and,
apparently, out of sheer rowdiness or bore-
dom) and the administration’s move to ter-
minate Burciaga’s position as indicative of a
systemic insensitivity in.our community to-
ward Chicanq faculty, staff, and students (she

. was the only high-ranking Chicano adminis-

trator). Results: rivers of tears, epithets,

hunger strikes, negative press for the univer- -

sity, and the formation of presxdennal com-
mittees to the i iv-

"More than grapes, more
than vandalism, more
1y Sensitivity - @yen than the ever feared

again, Sensitivity can claim responsibility for
extortion, rampant dissatisfaction, and a nice
week of hand-wringing.

These sweet victories of Sensitivity re-
veal one thing: if we fancy ourselves op-
pressed (regardless of how oppressed, ig-
nored, or downtrodden we objectively are)
we will see the world, however unrealistical-

1y, as overflowing with in-
stances that support our per-
ception. But we must rec-
ognize that the real issue is
one framed in signal detec-
tion theory: we can put a
priority either on calling
“hits” or on keeping silent
during “misses,” but there is
always noise in the equation.
That is, we can place a premi-
um on catching every instance
of our interests being underval-
ued only at the cost of increas-
ing the risk that we will call “foul” when, in-
deed, no foul has occurred (the golden path
of Sensitivity), or, alternatively, we can put
an emphasis on being certain (which is real-
ly an emphasis on not repelling those whom
we wrongly accuse of insensitivity to our
plight) by being willing to tum the other
cheek in instances in which we reasonably
suspect we were violated.

As members of a close-knit and extraor-
dinarily diverse coramunity we cannot afford
to participate in the heresy of Sensitivity; it
divides, it discomfits, and italmost never gets
us what we really want: freedom from the
misunderstanding, prejudice, and strife that
inhere in each of us appreciating our own
problems more than anyone else possibly
could, So, intrepid hunters of the false idol,
searchnolonger. Turn youreyes from the en-
ticing chimera of Sensitivity toward a less
egotistical outlook of mutual acceptance and
support and discover a community that Sen-
sitivity conspires to destroy.

ity” toward Chicanos at Stanford -and the po-
tential. for a. Stanford-East Palo Alto

Ryan Bounds is a senior studying psychology.
He is the opinions editor of The Stanford Review.
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The World’s Troubles: Humor Conquers All

hen the author of two #1 best-selling books de-

\ }‘ / cides to travel all over the world in order to tack-

le the globe’s “fashionable worries” ~ namely

overpopulation, famine, ecological disaster, ethnic hatred,

plague and poverty — then the product may rightly be
called a media event.

‘When the object of the author’s attack consists of men
like Al Gore, a father of four kids ho moans about over-
population, then the media event is upgraded to a potential
bestseller.

The author is PJ. O’Rourke, a distinguished writer
whose Parliament of Whores and Give War a Chance spent
months atop the New York Times bestseller list. O’Rourke’s
derisive, hilarious-yet-serious style has made him the best

abundance of people isn’t a problem as long as the coun-
try’s economy is left free to create jobs. After all, if over-
population were such a problem, than why not protest Day-
tona Beach int he spring, Coney Island during the summer,
or Ted Kennedy’s hot-tub at night?

Instead of a constructive dialectic, Gore’s tree-wasting
book contains no new insights, no new reseach, and mere-
ly parrots the concerns of the envirochic in the simple lan-
guage befitting a man who holds the office of Vice Presi-
dent of the United States of America,

Now, the latest eco-disaster is global warming, Remark-
ably, the solutions being proposed today are the exact same
ones proposed in the 1970s: more government, less indus-
trialization, fewer man-made chemicals, etc.

One example of the potential damage that eco-hyste-
ria has caused is Sri Lanka. In 1948, there were 2.8 million
cases of malaria there. Then DDT spraying started, and by
1963 there were only 17 cases of malaria. DDT was
banned in 1964, and by 1968 Sii Lanka had over a miltion
cases of malaria again. Even today, more than 50,000 peo-

and most popular writer at The American Spectator, a wide-
Iy circulated monthly magazine of libertarian-conservative
leanings.

" The potential bestseller is his latest book, Al the Trou-
bles in the World: The Lighter Side of Overpopulation,
Famine, Ecological Disaster, Ethnic Hatred, Plague and
Poverty. Troubles contains some of O’Rourke’s_better
work, and addresses issues that today’s Chicken Little ac-
tivists are most vocal — and least sensible — about, The

“Lowly, semicomic diarrhea kills
2,866,000 people a year; 2,474,000
of them children under the age of
five. That’s ten times the number of
people that die of AIDS:. But ho one
is wearing a brown ribbon on his

best chapters deal with the thorny topic of the environment,
an issue that rarely gets treated from a libertarian-conser-
vative perspective but which provides a masterscribe Jike
O’Rourke with what fighter pilots call “4 target-rich envi-
ronment.”

In my opinion, however, Troubles isn’t his greatest
book: for those fans of O’Rourke’s work in either the Spec-
tator or Rolling Stone, but who have yet to read one of his
books, Irecc d beginning with Parli of Whores.
Published in 1991 and available at the Bookstore, Parlia-
ment of Whores remains O'Rourke’s best effort. Tt deals
with issues that aren’t as en vogue among today’s leftist
chic as those broached by All the Troubles in the World, but
it more than compensates by being the funniest and most in-
sightful book I have seen in years.

Once you've read Parliament of Whores, Troublesis as
good a place as any to continue with O’Rourke’s body of
work. Here is a randown of the issues he attacks and some
of the conclusions he draws:

Overpopulation

T’ve always been amazed that idiot envirobot Al Gore
still writes drivel like: “No goal is more crucial to healing
the global environment than stabilizing the human popula-
tion™ (Earth in the Balance, p.308), after fathering four
kids. 1t should have occurred to Casanova by now thdt an

tuxedo

lapel at the Academy

-Awards or marching up the Mall in
Washington carrying a sign reading

‘DIARRHEA — IT
CONTAINED.”

The Lighter Side of Overpopulation,
Famln‘e.'Ecp!gglcalr D[s.\s‘teir, £

O’Rourke takes a critical look at the theories which
posit that overpopulation necessarily leads to massive star-
vation and human misery. He points out that impoverished
developing countries like Bangladesh are no more crowd-
ed than successful NICs such as Hong Kong, Singapore or
the state of New York. If overcrowding is a problem, then
Bangladesh with its 2,250 people per square mile is in bet-
ter shape than our own San Francisco, which has a popu-
lation density of 15,000 per square mile. So why isn’t Sting
doing benefits for suburban Californians?

Famine

‘Thomas Malthus observed that populations grow geo-
metrically while the supply of food in the world grows
arithmetically. Hence, he predicted global starvation. That

was 170 years ago, and the world still pro-

duces more food than it can eat, but
Malthus’ work remains exasperatingly in-
fluential.

Famines exist, of course, but not because
there isn’t enough to eat: they exist because
some people don't have enough to eat.
O’Rourke argues that the problem of food
distribution is primarily political: govern-
ments of starving Third World countries ac-
tually encourage famine either by suppress-
ing entrepreneurship with socialist policies
of else by deliberately denying food to po-

- litical enemies. .
- O’Rourke also discredits Stanford’s own

“[Colin Powell] is exalted as a symbol, much as O.]J.
Simpson was, because he isn’t threatening to whites, He’s
seen [that way] because he’s never been a combatant in
America’s race wars. But he hasn’t transcended race. No
black can franscend race, That’s ridiculous.”

Reverend Jesse Jackson
“The real problem is that the administration does not care

about ethnic centers or commumities of color. If they did,
the cenfers would not be so poorly funded.”

Johnathon Briggs

““ La propriete c’est Ie vol. (Property is theft.)”

“From each according to his abilities, and to each accord-
ing to his needs.”

Karl Marx

Pierre-Joseph Proudhon-

Paul Erlich. In 1968’s The Population
Bomb, Ehrlich predicted that by 1985 the
world’s death rate would skyrocket, the
global population would shrink to 2 billion,
and the U.S, would ration its own food sup-
plies and stop giving food aid to a Third
‘World consumed in “food riots,” Of course,
Ehrlich was totally, unequivocally, mind-
bogglingly wrong. The only food riots today

" are taking-place in Jack-in-the-Box estab-

lishments on the West coast; life expectancy
in developing countries has increased dra-
matically from 44 years in 1960 to 62 today.

Environment

- O’Rourke reports to the Earth Summit in
Rio and surveys: the ruin that has come to
our scientific community. Just a few years
ago, environmentalists were predicting eco-

- logical disaster as a result of an ice age.

CAN BE

ple die every year in Sri Lanka from malaria. DDT has
served to eradicate mosguito-borne diseases (and the lives
it has saved far outnumber those that it proves a threat to),
yet environmentalists at the Earth Summit effectively
banned it.

O’Rourke points out that there is confusing and con-
tradictory.evidence on every major ecological issue, For
instance, while the ozone layer has been reduced in the last
hundred years or so, there has been no evidence of in-
creased UV radiation on the ground. Furthermore, if 10
and 20 percent increases in UV radiation were dangerous,
then there should be no life in Florida.

Plague

O’Rourke tackles the politics of diseases in his own
inimitable style. One of his most salient points concerns
AIDS:

Lowly, semicomic diarrhea kills 2,866,000 people
a year, 2,474,000 of them children under the age
of five. This is ten times the number of people
who die from AIDS. But no one is wearing a
brown ribbon on his tuxedo lapel at the Academy
" Awards or marching up the Mall in Washington
carrying a sign reading DIARRHEA — IT CAN
BE CONTAINED.

There is a more serious issue that O’Rourke broaches
as well: glamorous diseases that disproportionately affect
visible Hollywood types and politically popular classes of
people receive not only the attentions of the press, but
scads of scarce government funding as well. !

‘While AIDS research sops up billions of dollars every
year, the 2,866,000 worldwide cases of diarthea could be
substantiatly eradicated with only $500,000 a year. And
10, that’s not a misprint: I said five hundred thousand dol-
lars a year. Two packets of Oral Rehydration Salts cost
about twenty cents, and if mixed with a liter of clean water
can'prevent death from diarrhea and cholera. So twenty
cents plus whatever it costs the Evian company to deliver.
saves one life; what it costs to run a thirty-second “Save
Our Planet” Superbowl spot could stop 2,474,000 children
from dying. . ’ .

Of course, children can’t vote, and the checks they
give to lobbyists keep bouncing, and Hollywood hasn’t
made a Bruce Springsteen-scored film about potty habits in
the Third World, so they don’t get any money, Ultimately,
that is O’Rourke’s point. Indeed, in his own hilarious way,
he provides one of the most serious and insightful looks at
the way these problems are handled,

. - Aman Verjee
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continued from page 5

minds. Ifa couple is to do an unchoreographed dance in close
embrace without tripping over each other’s feet, one must lead
and one must follow. Second, it is a minor feat to learn ¢ither
one of these roles, so each person typically leams only one.
Third, people coordinate in choosing roles by sex because the
first desire of almost all ballroom dancers is to be able to share
this intimate activity with members of the opposite sex.

Given this division of roles by sex, it makes sense for men
folead. Part of it is physical. Size, strength and assertiveness are
all advantageous for leading, T am a fairly commonplace six-
foot-one but half of the women I dance with could not lead me

. through tumns, For many petite women, leading would simply be
out of the question. Emotionally, I think many mén and womepn
would enjoy either role. Jf a woman can play, I would love to
take my turn as the violin. But then you have to factor in our in-
nate sexualities, too, Thereis every reason to believe that, as with
most other species, human females have a biological attraction
to dominant males, and certainly itis safe (j.e. politically coréct)

to note that human males have a strong drive to achieve domi-
nance, If we have to divide up roles, it is not going to be against
the grain of these innate drives.

Lastly, getting down to brass tacks, when it comes to social
dance, women certainly seer to like being the ones who get to
react instead of think ahead, and as far as [ can tell, they aren’t
about.to relinquish this perquisite, never mind undertake a
tremendous amount of learning in order to do so. That may be
the fundamental reason men lead; because leading takes a lot
more leaming than following does, and it is innately in men to
make great efforts in reaching out to meet and woo women,

while it is innately in women to let the men be the ones
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who putout the effort. Tam not saying women are any less
interested, but biology urges women to hold out for evi-
dence of commitment while it urges men to make the nec-
essaty,efforts, If we waited for the women to lead there
would beno $uch thing as social dance,

‘So ggiys, it’s really up to you. Girls love dancing. Why
shouldn’t they? It is total fun and you have to do most of
the work. (Funny what some people will call oppression,
west ce pas?) But what could be better for you? All you
havetodois alittle work - less than taking alanguage class
< and practically from the get go-you can be in demand,

© gefting & nice jump on the other fellows. In nine months
i be aserious intermediate, What are you waiting
for? e L :

Ladies, social dancing is every bit as challenging for
you. The difference is that, beyond the basic rythms, tech-
niques and protocols of éach dance, yon don’t need to
memorize, You need familiarity, which is very different,
and you need to Iearn how to recieve and respond to leads.
Everyone needs classes, but, while the man’s homework

 istodrill his steps until he knows them well enough to con-
centrate on Jeading, a woman can’t practice following by
herself, so her homework is just to go dancing,

Following is in many ways more difficult than lead-
ing. Men have more to leam, and we have to think ahead,
but we also have the chance to think ahead, wheras women
are doing often more complex steps entirely by reaction.
1tisawhole different skill, The best woman dancer Tknow,
who would blow your mind with what she can follow, in-
sists thiat she does not know any figures. Not her job,

The fun of the girl's part is, whether it is a Latin dance
or a smooth dance or a rocking dance, you Jadies never
know what is coming next. Perpetual novelty. It's so pret-
ty. What a miraculous union of such different beautiful
toles into one shared experience. Jt is one of the great
achievements of mankind. .

All Stanford is lacking is a critical mass of bailroom
dancers - enough to sustain a weekly dance. My teacher
Steve Rebello says Berkeley gets a couple hundred stu-
dents together every Wednesday night. Can we let our-
selves be outdone by Weenies? There-are great resources

. in this area. Robin Rebello teaches quarterly classes at
. Roble, and the Cubberly Pavillion at 4000 Middlefield
road (one light north of San Antonio) hosts a lesson from

8-9 and a dance from 9-12 for only $4 every Friday and
Saturday night. There is the Stanford Ballroom Dance
Club, ready to organize whatever there is demand for
Hell, I'll even teach a hostle workshop if some dorm wants

* totry to gear up for a beginning hustle party.

Aliberated woman does not have a fear of following.

" Follow value, men as well as women. That is one way of

stating the fandamental principle of moral reason, and the
value here is beyond what I can describe. I can only point:
better than basketball, if you can imagine that.

Alec Rawls is pursuing a Ph.D. in economics.
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Should we protect the environment for its own sake?

Everyone agrees that we should protect the environment when it benefits us. If a species could help
us cure cancer, few would contend that we should destroy its last habitat, or, if compact flourescent bulbs
save us energy and money, that we should not install them.

The Thinker asks you to consider a more difficult and fundamental question. Should we protect the
environment for its own sake—does wilderness, or do species, have an intrinsic value? Are there ethical
reasons to protect the wild? Is, as the UN World Charter for Nature asserts, “every form of life unique and
warranting of respect regardless of its worth to man”?

An Ethical Respon51b111ty

Justin Pollard

assuming that humans are superior to, and removed from, the rest of the
natural world that we have gotten ourselves into a predicament such that
the survival not only of the human race but of the
entire planet has been called into question.

Clearly plants and animals would be better off
if we protected them for their own sake, but to do so
would also be the most beneficial course of action
for humanity as well. This truth is evident from the
fact that our future existence depends on the contin-
ued prosperity of the biosphere. On a deeper level,
our existence can only be fulfilling if we lead ethical
lives, which includes caring for all living things.

The argument that we should protect the envi-
ronment only for economic reasons is seriously
flawed for two reasons. It wrongly assumes that it is
more-important:for:h
goods than to live ethlca]ly And it depends on a economic system which is cur-
rently incapable of measuring real costs and benefits.

‘When we have transformed our economy such that all negative externali-
ties are incorporated into pricing structures and consumption beyond minimal lev-
els is undesirable rather than encouraged, protecting the environment for economic
reasons will be legitimate. In the meantime, ethics, not economics, must be the
main factor in determining the appropriate level of environmental protection.

According to Yoga philosophy, humans maust live by five ethical prin-
ciples; they are ahimsa (nonviolence), satya (truth), asteya, (non-stealing),
brahmacharya (continence), and aparigraha (non-coveting). Buddhism maintains
five precepts which are virtually

ﬁ 1tliving things on Earth have just as much nght to be here as we do. It is by

materiai::

Benefits to Humans are Paramount

Paul Viriyapanthu

gotten to the point where a person cannot turn on the television or read the

newspaper without being inundated with adjurations to make stopping the
deforestation of the South American rain forests and
saving the whales top priorities. Can we really af-
ford to embrace the notion that we should protect the
environment at all costs? More fundamentaily, ought
we to consider ourselves obliged to do so?

In my opinion, no. Of course the environ-
ment and its well-being are relevant to all of us, and
certainly no one wants to see it harmed, simply be-
cause the environment’s well-being has a direct bear-
ing on mankind’s welfare. We must, however, strive
for prudence rather than overreaction when address-
ing the allocation of environmental resources to hu-
man uses. Prudence in this sense can only be de-

E veryone seems {o be jumping on the “save the planet” bandwagon. It's

fined'as paying 'dueattention to the wants and need.
of our own species. It seems that all too often envtronmentahsts feel that protect-
ing the environment requires the prohibition of all utilization of resources without
regard to the consequence of such a prohibition. They thus demote human needs to
an afterthought in the effort to preserve the environment. As a matter of course, this
approach is practically unworkable and ethically unsound.

Should we halt progress, simply to preserve nature jn its most . pristine
state? It seems that this is basically the ultimatum that many activists want to set
before us. Cases abound where environmental protectionism was taken to just
such an extreme. Take for example. environmentalists’ obstruction of the timber
industry, Everyone remembers how, just a few short years ago, the entire North-
' western logging industry was

identical to these, Many other cul-
. tures around the world ascribe to
similar value systems, including
the Western tradition — for proof
of this one need look no further
than the Ten Commandments and
the seven deadly sins.
Which leads one to won-

"Ethics, not economics must
determine the appropriate
level of environmental protec-
tion”

paralyzed when. a few spotted
owls were discovered in the Or-
egon forests. To protect the owl,
an “endangered species,” the har-
vesting of timber was prohibited
to preserve its natural habitat. The
consequence was a massive short-
age of lumber with consequen-

"If it ever came down fo
people or the environment,
certainly people must be the
priority”

der whether those truths are in fact
universal. I strongly believe that they are, and countless others have aiso found that
they are truly happiest when they abide by those rules for living. The direct benefits

of the five ethical principles can be inferred from the devastation whxch results

when they are not obeyed, and the prosperity obtained when they are.
Human beings, usually working through multinational corporations and
- the governments those corporations support, are destroying the Earth by violating
Yoga’s ethical principles, Humans are clearly killing, violating the first and most
important principle: they are causing the extinction of countless species and wag-
ing wars of oppression around the world from Chiapas to Burma.

Politicians who spout environmental thetoric and then slash regulations to
aid the chemical or timber companies that financed their campaigns are lying. So
are the corporate-controlled media who knowingly present false information (or,
more likely don’t present the relevant information at all — the Gulf War was a
perfect example of a total media blackout) and the corporations that spend millions
on environmental marketing schemes while illegally dumping their poisons in the
inner cities and rural areas.

Corrupt governments and corporations steal natural resources from the

tially skyrocketing prices for
building materials. What’s more, thousands of people were out of work. Not only
was the logging industry affected, but numerous peripheral industries such as the
construction and paper industries were also throttled in the process. All this for the
protection of one species—and not very many members of that species, at that.

Of course there is nothing wrong with trying to protect the environment,
or trying to ensure the protection of a species of plants or animals. However this .
desire for conservation must be tempered with reason and weighted against the best
interest of people, which often is not done, If it ever came down to a choice be-
tween protecting the lives and jobs of people or protecting the environment, cer-
tainly people must be the priority. This is the ethical constraint on environmental
overreactionism,

The paramount status of people in our considerations of the environment
can scarcely be gainsaid. Few convincing arguments defending strict preservation
of the environment do so without reverting to why it benefits mankind to do so, and
this is eminently appropriate. The problem with presuming, as the UN. World
Charter for Nature does, that the rest of creation warrants our unqualified respect is
that it leads to an absurd result: we would be unable to tamper with the environment

Please see "Pollard” on page 3°

Please see "Viriyapanthu" on page 3
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Thoughts . ..

Humans Can't Judge the Value of Life

The issue of environmental protection is at heart
one about judging the worth of another species. Which-is
worth more, a tiger salamander or the BigGame bonfire?
Should we have gne or the other? However, this isnot the
question that must be asked. The real question is whether
or not we can_judge, not what we should choose. We
must answer whetherwe can know enough about a spe-
cies to make a decision. Do we havesuf ficient informa-
tion?

No, we do not. There is some(hmg about a plant or
an animal that trar ds our under

3 call this char-
acteristic “life.” - In the debate onabo rtion, life ar guably
begins- at conception. The fertlhzed egg, a cell that
cannotsugvive on its own, is somehow ‘alive.” 'This de-
termination is not biological,fo biology, a living thing
must be able to survive outside the womb—something a
fertilized egg can defmlte’ly not ﬂ Bu there is
somethingundeniable, someﬂm‘lg intar gible, (hat makes
it more than just a mere a : X hen}ﬁ%

There is something thiat give acteristics
beyond ourunderstanding. We cann
of any living thing, we c?n otgudge ‘and the%efore we
should not judge. i

Mark Greninger, Junior in Earth Sysf s =
Whﬁ%n{%an

There’s an obscure mgent x§ outhem Caleomm
who can hear the difference between a'snake's belly slith-
ering across the ground and an oy 1's wihgs soaring through

0

the air. A little further south in the Brazilian Amazon, '

there’s a fish which is known fo leap]six fefgt out of the
water to capture insects, small birds ‘and even an occa-
sional bat. Some redwood trees here were alf;ve when the

" Magna Carta was sjgned. L

Life as Community

Environmentalism is not a choice. Scientific evi-
dence betrays the wholescale decline of the Earth, All who
would disagree—free market economists, the majority of
the 104th Congress, and any non—envnronmentallsts—~are
dangerously ignorant.

‘We should not protect endangered species or any
other element ofbiodiversity because it possesses an un-
touchable intrinsic value. Rather , we need to protect the
environment in order to fulfill ourresponsibility to the
symbiotic structure of life itself. While the extinction of
the black-footed ferret population would unlikely af fect
the viability of any human populations, the underlymg
human-induced destruction of life for this one specms
would portend countless other cases around the globe in
which we might destroy biodiversity.

1t is our linear developmentalist paradigm, ulti-
mately our hubris, which causes the extinction of species.
It now threatens to kill us due to its aggregate effects on
humankind. Holmes Rolston Hughes points out that it is
not endangered species but an endangered human future
that is of concern. An envirormental ethic humbly and
simply recognizes our role in an entwined destiny with
life around us.

Aaron Padilla, Sopl e in International

&nust protect the miracle of life

"seems contradictory is to expecta growing economy based

on a deteriorating environment, Scarcity of resources will
force technology to more efficient methods of production
and consumption, but do we really want to wait until the
fast minute for that? How will we explain to future gen-
erations that we could have done better, but didn’t?

No aspect of the environment is without value,
and glthough some may dlsag'ree the key to solving our

1 1 yr?

The stoties.are simple, t
most important reason to be concernéd about prqtecung
the envnronment even when th

one really wants to cut down the rainforest or See
die off in record numbers, but pcople do this ofteﬁ Ju
survive. Natural tesourges

economy, it is this: mefﬁcnency. Panl Hav kcn discusses
this in his newest book, when he pomts optthat “[m]arkets
are superb at setting prices, but incapable of recogaizing
costs.” Farms that grow fruits and vegetables organically,

lumber companiés that harvest their forests sustainably, .

and companies using recycled or recyclable packaging are
often rewarded with higher costs and a competitive disad-
vantage. Their costs aren’t really higher, but because they
willingly take on costs that other individuals or compa-

‘nies push on to society, they are punished in the market-

place.
Foxtunately, there’s nothing inherently contradic-

tory aboutan improving economy and environment. What ’

PRTIEN lh@,‘ ,

1 problers is the same force causing them:
imécratic capitalism. Bveryday we make choices that
affec( the world around us, and any simple decision be-
comes a powerful force when magnified over the lifetimes

£ of mlllmns of people. The govemiient itself has dn impor-

tant.place in this as well. As long as we continue to subsi-
z¢ logging, mining, and other industries that should be
able to stand on their own, environmentally-efficient com-

 petitors will be even harder pressed to match their “lower”
- costs. Despite all the rhetoric from the new Congress on

cutting spending, these subsidies are strangely absent from
the discussion.

Let’s level the playing the field to foster an im-
proving environment and a growing economy. The mea-
sires to correct our current problems don’t require any
massive investment in new research, becausethe technol-
ogy i§, and has been, available. It doesn’t require us to
give up our'TV’s, VCRs and air conditioners, but it does
call on individuals and governments to support measures
to make producers internalize their environmental exter-
nalities so prices refiect true costs. We can not continue
business as nsudl; we can not continue to praise the Cre-
ator while heaping contempt upon the Creation. We can
not afford to explain to our children that we are to blame
for handing over a world where the only miracles of life
are photugraphs and fossils.

Bill Faries, Senior in Earth Systems

Arts are alive and well at Stanford

I was disheartened to read that some of your
contributors feel that there isindif ference and lack of
appreciation regarding the arts at Stanford, Perhaps
Iwasn’ t able to grasp fully the meaning of their state-
ments, but theimplication was that students interested
in pursuing artistic interests shouldstop \vhmmg already
and do something about it.

1 would like to contend that the Stanford com-
munity neither is indifferentnor lacks appreciation for
the arts. I believe that there is a high level ofcommunity
activity and support. Look around you. How else can
one explain whyevery Winter One Acts show sold out?
Or why the Stanford Symphony Orchestracontinues to
pack the house and receive critical acclaim? Or why
the MusicGuild is able to continue its support of music
students, both majors and non-majors? These are only

Reactions to Arts and Athletlcs

a few examples of the artistic fervor and
appreciationthat the Stanford community has dem-
onstrated. The problem is that, despite thebest ef-
forts of the faculty, students, and staff in the associ-
ated departments,Stanford has not provided strong
support, financial or otherwise, for the arts.There
have been some signs that the university is increas-
ing its level ofsupport, namely President Casper ’s
involvement with fundraising for theSymphony’ s
China tour this summer. But I remain skeptical.

I challenge those of you who haven’t had
the opportunity to experience thearts at Stanford to
make the time to attend a show or recital at least
oncebefore you graduate, And afterwards, if the
experience was stimulating, expressyour apprecia-
tion to those students that were involved. Support
the arts.

Jay Lee, Senior in Human Biology
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Pollard , continued from front page

native people, plants and animals to whom they rightfully belong. The govern-
ments of Western Europe, America, and East Asia are currently robbing the nations
of the third world of their ability to feed themselves through exorbitant interest
rates charged on debts that can never be repaid. Advertising and the media have.
created a materialistic consumer culture founded on greed. We learn from society
that happiness can be found by satisfying our desires, be they lust or avarice, which
in fact can never be satisfied, and unless ignored lead only to more desires.

Since ethical violations are at the root of the Earth’s destruction, to protect '

the environment one need only abide by the five ethical principles. To confront the
environmental predicament we must first address violence and social inequity in
the world, The nuclear threat, as well as the fact that we are going to havé to devote
resources previously allocated to defense to minimizing the imminent environmen-
tal catastrophes, will force humanity to move beyond warfare as a means of settling {
disputes - that is, to create a world based on nonviolence.

As long as people are starving they cannot be educated to understand the'-
world’s probleéms and Know what must be done to solve them, nor can they be
expected to value envn‘onmental prmechon above their own subsistence. Tht

Vlrlyapanthu, continued from front page

as a means for either human or adv The problems with
such an ethic are obvious. Doesn’t it demand that we not eat, since harvesting
crops and killing animals is to use them as a means and to fail to respect them as we
respect ourselves? If so, we would die, and having willed ourselves to starve to
death, we have shown the species we don’t eat more respect than we in fact have
shown our own species. The'demand that we not vmlate species in creation surely
must prohibit violating our own!

", Some might argue that this is taking the conceptof ‘respect” too far, and
that we can constrain our violations of other species without relying on a strict
construcnon of their inviolability. An example of this would be an ethic that de-
mands that we treat the environment with due respect, taking from it only what we
need and returning what we can. But once we admit that we can “take” from the

{ i:vuonment, what-constrains how much we can take? As arguments by environ-

ental reactionaries suggest, the only rational constraint is human benefit (to not

— “respect” nature is to damage it and our own welfare).
A final problem with suggesting that anthropocentric considerations should
not control our use of the environment is that it depends upon a conception of

countries of the Norlh must mereforeshare their wealth with the poorer ca)
of the South so that we may collectively move toward a positive solution
would mean changing our society’s consciousness to value sharing oves

and stealing.

senting them, Through controlling our desires, people can collecnvely deonde w0
fimit reproduction to sustainable levels and to dramatically reduce consux’nannﬁ

levels.

We should lead our lives following these principles to save (heig as
ment and to benefit ourselves. But a consciousness shift as such clearly wolﬁld ot

make sense in present economic terms. “More is better™ is a fandamental té
today’s twisted logic. Our job now; however, isto recognize the sancuty of

“’mankind being divorced from the environment. This is useless arrogance. Sharks
and liops and bears arid microbes kill humans; humans kil sharks; lions, bears, and
microbes. Whete is the “ethical” consideration? 1 contend that ethical consider-
idftis for human welfare and nothing else. :

Because it is ethical to respect the environment only so far as it benefits
do so, and because failing to rationally calculating man’s benefit is practi-

workable, I

and strive to protect it as much as possxb!e “while
levels,
By trymg to rule a natural system

far too complex for us too control, we have brought ruin upon it.. By making
sions based on current econormnics, we decided that it was better to deplete the O,
" aquifer and risk creating a dustbow! out of the entire Midwest within the ne
teen years. Can the discipline of economics account for the uttcr collapse
ecosystem as complicated and fragile as the entire Earth? I don’t think so. E
ally we must reorient our economxc pnontles to place emphasxs on sustam. bility,

i ]usim PoIIard Semor in Imemananal Relatmns

Bugs are Better than Humans
s o e .

Bugs are better than humans. Anyone who has
ever learned about the dance of the honey—bee or the
success of communities of other social insects has to
believe this.

Rampant claims have been made about the
success of our species and our dominion over the Earth,
giving Homo sapiens the right to cause environmental
destruction worldwide. Where do we get off? -

Tunderstand that we care to save our own race.
What I cannot comprehend, however, is how-anyone
can argue that humans, the most destructive species on
the planet, have more ‘valiie thah othér, much more
useful crgamsms? “Termites, for example, process about

one-quarter of the Farth's net ptimary productmty and
constitue a major pathway for the return of CO2 to the’

atmosphere.

Furthermore, the success of our specxes isa
fallacy. If you measure success by the ability to build
tall buildings and make nuclear bombs, then we win.
But long-run biological success will be judged by the
ability to survive, and to thrive in social communities
(a task for which we clearly lack the prowess.)

“Eventually we will die. Sorry to break it to
you. We exist in a glimps'e of geological time. The
cockroach, that nasty creature who has grossed us out
since we began building kitchens, has been around since
times prehistoric and will likely survive long past the
extirpation of humans from the Earth.

There was a man who could not talk about
his fear of cockroaches for 30 years. When he finally
spoke, he commented that “Tt is so small and 1 am so
big. That is part of the horror. It is not the least afraid
of me. Kill one? That would be impossible. It is,
psychically, too big to kill. When I look at it, it is
everything. So huge. Besides, even if I were able to
kill it, another would come, another just like it. And
that is too frightening even to consider.”

And he’s right. It will come back, again and
again. Long after humans obliterate theraselves, the
cockroach will roam the Earth.

Kdren Levy, Senior in Human Biology*

its own sake, but for our
%‘7 N, The
hetof] 4 . Ilike trees.
11 lifdi (esps
& our e ption
men|
_ the ferrestrial biospheré — wilich is! "Zf:}
deci-3
was
alalia grea
xt fif-
of ani way
entu-4 fool that the}
Kknow abgl.;tt e’
ok ionsit

omes'émd lives of all
re is no defense for this
argument. If preése{i bick on pathetic appeals
to an omnipotent god or the ncient favorite of the au-
tocrat-"might makes right.” Our right to pave over the
home of the Cougar is based on nothing more power-
ful than “we can.” When that same Cougar kills a hiker
because she can’t eat the cars that now run where the
deer once did, she is hunted relentlessly with guns and
poison until she is inevitably comnered and killed.

Besides the fact that wilderness, the represen-
tation of three billion years of evolution, should be pre-
served simply because it is the equilibrium position of
the earth system, it is in the best interests of every spe-
cies now alive (humans included, despite our best ef-
forts to exclude ourselves from the loop of rature) to
leave it as it was when we found it. No species that
humans revere thrives in an industrialized world. We
are creating a world in which rats and cockroaches have
an evolutionary advantage over grizzly bears and bald
edgles. This does not sound like a world I want to live
in.

We are having an evolutionary effect on our-
selves too. The people who have the greatest fitness in
our emerging techno-world are not the Einsteins and
mountain men who made it possible.” They (we) are
the rank-and-file bureaucrats who hunch over comput-
ers and keep the whole machine running as smoothly
as it can.

The arguments for not destroying the wilder-
ness are myriad and varied. In the end the most funda-
mental and the most convincing comes from Dave
Foreman, the co-founder of Earth First!, when he said
that wilderness should be left alone not because it might
contain the cure for cancer or because it makes pretty
pictures but simply because “Wilderness is!”

Tim Knight, Sophomore in Earth Systems

in that the only envirc
own sake.

Trees Are Marching On

1 protection miust not be for

I like meadows. Ieven like rivers and valleysand vines

icially grapevines); but I find something verydisturbing about trying to save
the environment “for its own sake.”First of all, where did the concept of environ-
al free will comefrom, and how can it be supported. I know we all grew up
ngstories about “mother nature” and apparently some of us even saw The
King, but as far as I can tell, all that about talking birdsand happy bunnies
fictitious. Bven if we were to assume thatthe environment did have some
plan set out for itself, how dowe divine it? Considering the environment’ s
ebb and flow over the ages, how dowe know jt isn’ t lookmg to.change again any-
Abrief glance af fhe'earth’'s history should convince even the mostromantic
it fhm 0 mother nature’s agenda isconservation (I think we all

); So rather thanpretending that the environment wants
htbewxse to ask ourselves what we want from it, and try to be

erman Studies

Factor in, but don’t Exaggerate,
Environmental Costs

The only measure of value is what we can see
to value, but that does not mean that we can only value
things for how they serve ourselves. We can value the
environment for its own sake, just as we learn {o see
the value in many things outsxde of ourselves and our
own happiness.

The threat to rational environmentalism
comes when concern for the environment per se is given
special priority over our interests in the environment
for our own ends. This is typxcal of the envifoniental
movement, which is constantly condemning mankind
for treating the environment as there for our own use.
But this attempt to separate environmentalism from
other concerns is exactly backwards. We should be fry-
ing to integrate environmental concerns into our cost-
benefit analyses with other concerns, ot separate thern
out. o -
Prices are the mechanism by which market
economies account costs and benefits. The glaring lack
in this accounting today is the failure of gasoline and
other prices to account pollution costs. But instead of
rectifying this lapse by adding appropriate pollution
taxes to prices, our irrational environmentalism gives
us programs like the Endangered Species Act that pro-
claim environmental concerns to be above cost benefit
considerations. This is Luddism. Rather than use the
efficiency of modern market institations to account
environmental concerns, environmentalists are throw-
ing wrenches into the machinery of market efficiency,
hoping to halt the economic progress that they imag-
ine to be their enemy.

1t makes perfect sense to value the environ-
ment for its own sake, but orly if this concem is incor-
porated into the full accounting of value, not set up in
opposition to it.

Alec Rawls, Ph.D. Student in Economics

: 'rdete to The Thmker
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Arts and Athletics: Are Stanford's priorities prdpérly balanced?

garner too much interest? Ram’s Head Society too little?

emphasis on the other.

Last week, Winter One Acts sold out every show, bringing in approximately 40 Stanford students a night.
During the season, thousands of students and alumni attend every football game. Does Stanford’s football squad

Some people argue that Stanford should try to be more like the schools in the Ivy League with their avocational
athletics and celebrated arts programs. Others argue that it is the combination of highly competitive athletics and
rigorous academics that makes Stanford great. An underlying issue is whether the vigour of either depends on the

This week, The Thinker asks you to consider arts and athletics at Stanford. How much of each are essential to
a liberal education and does Stanford represent an appropriate balance?

The Arts: A Win-Win Situation
Melinda McGee

Last Friday night I was cheering one of my favorite teams, the Stanford
String Quartet, on to victory. It was especially during the third movement of the
Beethoven that I had to restrain myself from clapping and cheering at the end of
that play to follow convention. It was another one-of those musical “contests”
when everyone went home victorious, We were all winners—the audience (both
the devoted fans and those who had never been to such an event), the players (espe-
cially diva Angela Brown), the stage crew, and probably even the critics. This was
true teamwork in action: a tightknit group of four, responding to every nuance of
their teammates—and when a fifth player from another team (Ms. Brown, Indiana
University) joined them, she was able to take the play to a touchdown and the
crowd cheered. No one was benched or left on the sidelines; it was a win-win
situation for all.
© Who were the losers? ‘Those who stayed home because.of-the.rain.and

Athletics as Education

Kay Luo

The very fact of the matter is that a successful athletic program does not
come at the expense of other university objectives. The “Arts versus Athletics”
debate is problematic, as the two neither conflict ideologically nor compete for
resources. Moreover, the question of whether Stanford’s priorities are adequately
balanced seems unfairly loaded.

The perceived dichotomy between the arts and athletics has its roots in
academic snobbery and the ill-conceived belief that athletics are of littte or no im-
portance in a higher learning institution. On the contrary, such a prejudice against
athletics has no place in a setting such as Stanford. Those who fear that athletics
compromise the University’s integrity need to examine the reality of the financial
and educational benefits that the Athletic Department provides for Stanford and its
students.

The, ﬁnancial,jrga]i _....Stanford’s intercollegiate athletic program isa

those who will never know the magic musicians can make becanse they didn’t
receive a well-rounded education that includes training in the arts, both experien-
tially and as audience members. Stanford has a responsibility to fully support the
aris and thereby provide the kind of well-rounded education its students need,
Support for arts and athletics on a campus like Stanford should not be
mutually exclusive. Rather than saying that athletics should get less support, let’s
push for the arls to be supported at a higher level, approaching the level of support
athletics receives. This would not only be in terms of financial support, but also
increased visibility through better media coverage.

Why should thie arts receive more support than
atpresent? As a dancer, Thad my feet in both worlds,
but the creative act of dancing goes beyond athletic
prowess. Artistic endeavour begins when the dancer
can transcend the body, franscend the physical act
and express 2 higher consciousness—express an
individual's inner self—dare I say sonl. Athletics
can take us only so far: we compete against others;
we compete against ourselves. The arts make a grand
leap: we transcend ourselves in the act of creating. It
is through the arts that we transcend our daily lives
and are in touch with our inner selves.

The arts are a core part of any liberal arts cur-
riculum; they should be central to the educational
mission of any strong academic institution. Athletics, on the other hand, are not
central. Are we better educated if Stanford beats CAL? .

On a national political level, the arts are once again under attack, being
pushed off the back of the bus by a congress led by men who must have been
deprived in their youth from experiencing what it feels like to dance, to sing, to
draw or paint a picture, to act in a play, or to.play music. They have simply missed
a central part of their education: that part that involves the body, mind, and spirit,
for all three must be involved in order to create. In the current political climate, the
National Endowment for the Arts (NEA) receives $167 million a year. This is 64
cents per person—two postage stamps. The fax dollars spent Jor military bands
alone exceeds that allocated to support the arts activities in this country. As a
taxpayer, I am far happier to see my tax dollars go for positive, life-enhancing
activities than for military subsidies. The $4 billion cost of one Stealth bomber
would create a real endowment that could fund the NEA in perpetuity. Wouldn’t
that be a more productive expenditure? .

completely separate, self-sustaining entity that in no way drains ‘resources from'
the academic enterprise. | According to Athletic Director Ted Leland, the funds to
support Stanford’s 33 varsity teams are raised through revenue from-athletic event
ticket sales, television appearances, the golf course, alumni contributions and vari-
ous other sources. In fact, each year, scholarships provided by the Athletic Depart-
ment lift an estimated $1.6 million burden off of the Financial Aids Office by cov-
ering what would have otherwise constituted need-based student awards:

The University does pay the Athletic Department $3.8 million per year,
but only to cover the costs of running the physical
education and recreation programs. This expendi-
ture manifests itself in a host of opporiunities made
available to the Stanford community, including vari-
ous PE classes, intramurals, club sports, weight room
and swimming facilities, and even an academic dance
program.

Mens sana in corpore sano  As for the
pursuit of athletics and academics in a higher learn-
ing institution, the two go hand in hand—a sound
mind in a sound body, reads the classical quote.
Winners of the prestigious Rhodes Scholarship rep-
resent such an ideal, as athletic participation is con-
sidered to be the most important criteria in applicants
behind academic achievement. Says the committee,
“Integrity of character, interest in and respect for their fellow beings, the ability to
lead, and the energy to use their talents to the full [are qualities] best tested through
participation and success in sports.”

The beauty of Stanford is that the putative “student-athlete” is not a sham.
While our top-notch athletic programs undoubtedly attract athletes, there's no dis-
missing the reality that Stanford is academically rigorous. Athletes, like all stu-
deats, are accepted and come to Stanford under this assumption. Stanford provides
student-athletes with the resources not only to fulfill both sides of that title but
achieve greatness while doing so. And they do.. Stanford athletes don’t just garner
national honors, but they go on to become teachers, doctors, lawyeré and even
artists.

Athletics as @ common experience 'The most basic tenet underlying the
tradition of athletics is that it brings people together. The Olympic Games epito-
mize this idea that physical strivings are a common human experience that can
unite the world, I experienced this on a lesser scale, last year, when I spent six

Please see "McGee" on page 3

Please see "Luo” on page 3
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Should we protect the environment for its own sake? -
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Thoughts

Gladiators and Philosophers
When Stanford was choosing its priorities regarding arts
and athletics, it really had two choices: it could try to edu-
cate the students or it could try to make money. Stanford
made a perfectly defensible decision. Moreover, the stu-
dents here seem to be more interested in athletics; there
are four pages of gushing, also sycophantic, sports cover-
age in the newspaper every day. However, in the long run,
I think that the arts will contribute more to our society
than football— just as the philosophers and poets of An-
cient Greece and Rome contributed more than the gladia-
tors.
i

-Taylor Bynum is a prospective rra;zLjIel student from
Wesleyan College.

The Geek Gfeek'Ideal
Classical Greece gave us moe than _)llSt naked
statues missing limbs. From CGreek h story came Plato,
Aristotle, and the school of i
contibutions alone do not set t.hi§ 50
pic games originated during thx? peri

‘What's my point? Well if here is one, it goes as .
follows. This society sought Lhe id 61 in human balance,
control, and simplicity. F Ioh
body went hand-in-hand and:
one who could chuck a discli e
reality of ideas wasn’t as rare s it i

y seert today.

day, in a world where it pays t specialize, brainy geeks
and dumb jocks are mass produced by the educational
values of our schools. We have segregated the develop-

ment of physique and psychg by rewgarding each in
seperate ways. One either gest A's arid goes to a school
like Oberlin College whose football {eam hasn’t won a
game in four years; orhe squeaks but 700 SAT fora full
ride to Florida State. ™ .

Here at-Stanford, the

Greek i

even Stanford has
find both species in

stress the importance of athleti¢s’and s

dies to its stu-
dents. :

‘We also have lots of statues of naked men afl

. ‘over campus,

Rob Hatta, Sophomore in Physics

Stanford’s Uniqueness

Before one asks the question of why Stanford
Athletics receive so much emphasis, exposure and fund-
ing one must first understand the mission of the univer-
sity. I think the majority of professors and administrators
would agree that Stanford’s goal is to become the world’s
foremost institution of higher leaming. In order to do this,
Stanford must have something that distinguishes it from
other schools. Stanford must have an element that other
schools do not. This element is the nation’s most elite
athletics program.

Academics and the arts go “hand in hand,” and
many schools have achieved great success in both areas.
Stanford, however, has taken a risk and done what other
schools have been afraid to do: combine athletics with
academics. No other university rivals Stanford in its
achievement of such high levels of excellence in both fields.

Stanford’s athletic program attracts a different
breed of student-athiete. The Stanford athlete desires to do
the impossible and excel at both athletics and academics.
Like the Greeks, Stanford students believe that education
consists of strengthening both the mind and body. It is this
strong belief in the value of highly competitive athletics
and academics that make Stanford like no other university
in the United States. Without its athletic program Stanford
becomes just another one of those God-awful Ivy League
schools.

David Walker, Senior in Political Science

Arts and Athletics Merit no Place in Education

Both the arts and athletics are forms of entertain-
ment. In the eyes of all but the participants, the pleasure
denved from performing the act is purely incidental. Ttis
mark of our decadent, over-industrialized society that
subsmlze such entertainment. We all seem to have for-

;mdnye fail to'connect our lives of ease with the cost.: The: -
urpIus produced at the expense of the children who live

“on the tailings from nickel mines is what ailows vs to sup-

port artists or athletes.This is not to argue that art and ath-

"' letics are not worthy pastimes, I just do not believe that it

is worth the cost incurred to subsidize either. Some might
argue that the Mona Lisa or Miles Davis’ Kind of Blue is
worth a few cases of leukemia or lead poisoning in chil-
dren they will never meet. Others would argue that the
Super Bowl is worth the death of one in eight women by
breast cancer. [ disagree,

Tim Knight, Sophomore in Earth Systems

After reading your edition on Affirrnative Action, I would
like to take a moment to reflect on the two sides of the
issue. While I found Sally Dickson’s article to be par-
ticularly on point and very well supported, I found Ed
Malone’s to be lacking much sound reasoning and ig-
noring crucial issues. It seems that in the final analysis,
Mr. Malone is advocating that if any policy of “affirma-
tive action” be instated that it should not be on the basis
of race, but on the basis of some factor that is REALLY
the source of disadvantage. He chooses socio-economic
class as an example. He does not acknowledge, how-
ever, the underlying reasons for affirmative action—

which are that races of people have been actively dis-
criminated against for many years. In order'to give these
races a chance to overcome the active discrimination,
some mechanism is necessary to exiforce a change. The
poor, while they may be disadvantaged because they
cannot get to certain opportunities, whether it is because
they must work or look after their children or whatever,
have not been actively discriminated against in our his-
tory. While legislation may have favored the non-poor,
and legislators may have not done much to HELP the
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poor, 1 cannot recall many instances of signs on bath-
room doors and divisions on buses for “POOR” and
“NON-POOR.” Because many college-admissions of-
fices are need-blind, the fact that a person is poor never

Reactions to Affirmative Action

comes into play, unless of course the person mentions it
in a personal essay. When a person goes for a job inter-
view, assuming he is dressed the same as every other
candidate, no one could ever see that he is poor, while
the African-American, Asian-American, Native Ameri-
can and woman is in most cases “betrayed” by her name,
if not immediately by her appearance. When discussing
affirmative action the next time, I think it would be much
more effective to address the underlying issue—not
whether there should be affirmative action, but why it
was promulgated.

Kristina Gill, Senior in Political Science

T would like to express my satisfaction with “The
Thinker’-a long-awaited publication, in my opinion,
since it offers BOTH sides of an issue. I would also like
to add that T am a minority and do NOT feel that Iam a
victim of society, and partjcularly not of white males
(of whom many minorities feel they are victims). White
persons are indubitably my equals, and I do not see why
1 should feel oppressed by any dearth of melanin in their
skin—nuch less why their opportunities should be im-
paired for my personal benefit.

Luz Reyna, Junior in Psychology
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The aris and artists are expected to survive in an environment that denies
adequate support, and then they are chastised for not thriving. If we were to put the
saine effort into supporting an artistic team, such as the Stanford Symphony Or-
chestra (SSO), that we put into our football team, Stanford would be a better place
for all of us.

This summer our outstanding team, the SSO, will be embarking on their
third international tour, this time to China to give public performances and interact
with students at Chinese universities and conservatories. Can you imagine Stanford’s
basketball team being asked to practice, buy their own uniforms and equipment,
play home games, and at the same time continue their academic studies while they
worked oftentimes around the clock to raise funds to pay for the cost of games
away from home? This is what our orchestra is expected to do: they must study for
all of their coursework (including music) and practice on their own, attend rehears-
als, and work at jobs to pay for their individual fee of $1,000, plus raise about
$150,000 through gigs, playathons and general fundraising. What kind of basket-¢
ball team would Stanford have if we expected our players to do all this in order t6"
compete? ;
Fortunately, our SSO team succeeds despite the odds; but wouldn!
better if we leveled the playing field so that our fine young musicians woul d have' ’
the same kind of support Stanford’s athletes receive? Two postage stamp§ & not, %
enough.

The University Should Support the Arts MorL o
I do not see the arts and athletics as compeung entities. Howeverzli ’ o
a lack of emphasis on the arts from the University. Most recently, Thave vﬁp S
producer of the Original Winter One Acts presented by the Ram’s Head The; triceg
Society, and the problems I encountered as an undergraduate trying to puf on
show were numerous. Certain members of the Drarna Department wanted to scale
down the size of the show—discouraging instead of encouraging undergraduate
theatre. We lost our usual performance space in the Nitery because a graduate:
student who is putting on a show a month after ours had planned to close could not*
part with his precious rehearsal space for a week. I don’t mean to admonish the
drama department, for they have good and dedicated people who have assisted in
bringing many student productions to life. I was amazed © see the chair:of the}
direc-;
have |

department on a ladder helping us focus lights and giving helpful advice to}
tors from the audience. The department administrative staff and costumers
aided us on countless occasions.
Rehearsal space on campus is difficult to find since m

_ peting for-the same space, and with Savoyard’s, Ram’s Head, Dram
Lively Arts, et al. after the same rehearsal and performance spa
wish to put on a show outside of these groups are hurled into dorms and dlmng

a 51zab1e donation or an investment on the university’s part

Another constraint on good productions is Event Servic
or student group to use any Event Services space—Memorial
Dinkelspiel, Kresge, Cubberly, Frost, and others—it will cost from
$90 per hour (depending on the circumstance) to use the space. t
rehearsal and building time in the space. For a show that requires a week of bilill
ing and hanging lights 8 to 12 hours a day, the cost will easily run into the
sands of dollars. One can understand why the drama department does not ise!
Memorial Auditorium for its productions anymore and why Ram’s Head has lost
Tots of money on its spring musicals (one show in recent years lost $15,000).

The bleak circumstance stems from budget cuts several years back when
the University told Event Services (then Events and Services) that it must pay for
jtself. Since it lost financial support from the University, Event Services needed to
make money, even if it meant raping student groups into submissive penury. By
cutting funding to Event Services, the University made ahuge gash in the ability of
organizations to put on large productions. Dramiatic art may be forced into com-
mercial appeasement—student groups will only risk shows that have been known
to draw big crowds and dramas that force the individual to question his or her role
in a social context will bow to the new order of feel-good, soap-opera circuses.

What can the University do to assist student drama on campus? Funding
Event Services more so that students and their groups can pay lower prices when
they use University space might be a good place to start, or the University could
build another theatre so: here on ¢ The President’s Office could create a

IRy
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months in Germany, Being a runner gave me a connection that my shaky German
didn’t. 1 was invited into circles where running commanded mutual respect and
appreciation among participants. It bridged the language gap and helped foster
friendships that I might not otherwise have found,

This same phenomenon is what causes me to gawk everytime I chance to
see one of my professors running through the foothills or on the basketball court.
Sports provide a common bond that transcends cultural and educational differences.
Catching professors outside the academic setting, covered in unpretentious sweat,
foists upon you a new sense of respect for them.

One priority—Excellence Indeed athletics enjoy a lot of attention, but
everyone benefits from the prestige that athletics bring to the University. It's a
shame that there's not due recognition for everyone and their niche, but the hard
reality is that society has a natural tendency to favor certain groups.

However unequal this may seem, there's no sense in picking fights. There’s

jmthmg to gain from making athletics out to be the bad guy of liberal arts. Arts

" advocates simply can’t afford to polarize public opinion by offending athletic inter-

ests. Instead they ought to confront indifference and cultivate appreciation. This
comes from mutual respect and understanding—not petty rivalries. Arts and ath-
letics have never been antithetical, nor should they be. Stanford ought to strive for
excellence across the curriculum.

)

0 is a senior majoring in communications

Artistic Spirit, is Students' Responsibility

Dnscussmns of an institution's priorities too easily become entrenched in
nfg&mg issues of finance. Certainly, the way we allocate our dollars is an impor-
tant indicator of what we value—but it's only an indicator. Ultimately, what deter-
mines the identity of this school are the collective attitudes of the people who con-
stitufe it. }

The fact that on any given day I can open up the Daily and find a reference
to a Pac-10 championship or a number one ranking is, in my opinion, terrific—a
testitnony to the incredible energy that members of this community put into a noble
endeavor, and to the success that results from that exertion. On the other hand, the
fact that on any given day I can open up The Daily and find half of its pages devoted
to reporting those athletic achievements is, in my opinion, embarrassing—a daily
indictment,of 0 o ectlvc inability to commit the same energy and attention to
ﬁelds Bkc; a;t nn;i 15011}1(;5 that we do to sports.

3 .1 vﬁb‘en(Stgl fard s name is ti

if: more readil y L‘mz]ﬁr

Ay 117

d even to s, does
lp the i mzage of sun and sports than of the sculpture gar-

: ph_a think the answet clear: MONEY. Iam reluctant to say that
lem of priorities” is, at base, a proble of unequal financing, It's

vgm equatmg our school’s priorities with its budgetary decisions ina neat one-
f;one( ratio we begin also to put constraints on its identity. It's too easy, when we
Sat money as the limiting factor, to assert that Stanford has reached the frontier of
pmenual for progress—that excellence in one area has to come at the cost of
diocrity somewhere else. Accounting ledgers are like that. Universities are not.
se to concede a single water polo championship or teanis title until the artistic
community can demonstrate the necessity of the sacrifice.

What is preventing the emergence of a vital artistic community on campus
is not so much a fiscal shortfall in the arts as an absence of exciternent about them.
‘We too easily forget that the energy and interests of the people who make up this
community are what ultimately determine its character. That is where any attempt
to change this institution’s priorities must ultimately focus.

Why is there seemingly little interest, across a broad sector of the student
body, in the creation and appreciation of art? Is it because we are expending too
many of our spiritual resources—our limited reserves of time, energy, and enthusi-
asm—on the pursuit of athletic success? You would have a hard time convincing
me of that, Recall how sleepy and quiet this campus can feel on a Saturday night;
are we to believe that the whole community is zonked out from a ten mile workout
or an all-night rally with the Tree? No, I think that the responsibility for Stanford's
artistic indifference lies less with its strong athletic orientation than with a few
other features, Consider, for example, these peculiar properties of our home: the
cautious and traditional inclination of our admissions department, the

National Endowment for the Arts for Stanford undergrads where students could

bulence of our suburban environmest, the time-suck that is Chem 31. To-

apply for grants without strings attached, and the Board of Trustees could consider
an Arts Quad to 1plii the new Se one. Thed d for undergraduate
drama grows. People will come to see the shows if someone puts them on, but not
if student organizations are forced to charge outrageous prices just to rent Univer-
sity space.

The arts are an integral part of this Campus—they provide an outlet for
creative energies, enjoyment for spectators, and an opportunity for the examination
of one’s self and environment. It would be a pity indeed if undergraduate artistic
endeavors fml because of economic constraints and the only outlet for creative

de departments that make it difficult for all but graduate
smdenrs to take the helm of artistic creativity. Undergraduate asts for the Stanford
comumunity are staring at hurdles raised higher and higher, and it is the University’s
responsibility to meet the artistic needs of all its students, performers and andi-
ences alike. .

Scott Roos, Senior in Classics and IDM

gether, they add up to give this institution a singular trait: we tend to repel people
who have too much creative spirit, and to slowly drain away whatever remains in
the veins of those who are here,

How can we change? The administration mlght adjust its recruiting strat-
egies and move around some dollars; there is no doubt that would help.- But Iam
convinced that the real power. to change the character of this cainpus lies in the
hands of the undergraduate popqiation. Until we in the student body acknowledge
the problem and start taking steps to change our attitude and interests, there will be
no iruly lively arts at Stanford— regardless of whether spotts are any good.

Andy Cowgill, Sophomore in Earth Systems

Neither athletics nor art is worth the kleenex I wipe my nose with. Get to work,
ninnies.

Aman Verjee, senior in Public Policy and Economics
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Does Afflrmatlve Action benefit our soc1ety7

battle over Proposition 187.

Thirty years after Lyndon Johnson’s call for nationwide affirmative action, the question of preferences for minorities
is more divisive then ever. In 1996, an initiative that demands the abandonment of all types of affirmative action within the
state promises to appear on the California ballot. The fight over this initiative portends to be as contentious as the recent

The Thinker asks you to consider racial preferences in this context and also in the context of Stanford’s own affirma-
tive action admissions policy. Should Stanford afford special consideration to someone because of their race? because of their
family income? because their parents went to Stanford? Read on and debate.

A Necessary Step Toward Equality

. Sally Dickson

‘Why is affirmative action such a hotly debated topic and why does it so-
licit such strong emotional reactions from people on both sides of the argument?
The legal issues regarding the policy are difficult to understand and have a long
history of debate in the judicial system. However, the real difficulty in discussing
affirmative action is that it is a domestic policy that attempts to address a history
that most Americans would like to forget - racial and sexual discrimination. This
policy calls on individuals not to merely pledge support for the ideal of equal op-
portunity to women and people of color, but also tests their willingness to put such
an ideal into practice. As Professor Kathanne W. Greene states in her book Affir-
mative Action and Principles of Justice, “any discussion of affirmative action ex-
poses prejudice, oppression and injustice.” As Greene goes on to point out,
“[plrejudice, oppression and injustice do not simply go away with time. They must
be recognized before they can be changed, and change requires effort.”” Affirma-
tive action is a necessary step toward change.

Proper assessment of the value of affirmative action and formation of a

_ decision about its effects requires undertaking a thoughtful examination of America’s
current and past discriminatory practices and an examination of the current educa-
tional and economiic situation of people of color, women, the disabled and other
individuals who occupy the bottom of the economic ladder. These examinations
will lead to a recognition that negative racial attitudes continue to operate to pre-
vent people of color from enjoying the full opportunities afforded other citizens.

Before addressing the elements of the affirmative action debate, it is im-
portant to understand what affirmative action is and what it is not. The term “affir-

mative action” as we know it today first became part

of the American lexicon in the late 1960’s and early

1970’s when federal contractors were required to

devise and carry out affirmative action programs.

Executive Order 11246, signed by President Johnson

on September 24, 1965, required that federal con-
tractors “take affirmative action to ensure that appli-
cants are employed, and that employees are treated
during employment, without regard to their race,
color, religion, sex, or national origin, * Enforce-
ment of Executive Order 11246 and other Executive

Orders pertaining to affirmative action is the respon-

sibility of the U. S. Department of Labor’s Office of

Federal Contract Compliance Programs (OFCCP).

Title 41, Part 60, of the Code of Federal Regulations calls for any organi-
zation doing business with the Federal government to have an affirmative action
program. This federal regulation states: “an affirmative action program is a set of
specific and result-oriented procedures to which a contractor commits itself to ap-
ply every good faith effort. - The objective of those procedures plus such efforts is
equal employment opportunity. Procedures without effort to make them work

are meaningless; and effort, undirected by specific and meaningful procedures is |

inadequate. An acceptable affirmative action program must include an analysis of
areas within which the contractor is deficient in the utilization of minority groups
and women, and further goals and timetables to which the contractor’s good faith
efforts must be directed to correct the deficiencies and thus to achieve prompt and
full utilization of minorities and women, at all levels and in all segments of its
work force where defici exist,” (emphasis added) The federal regulation
also calls for all personnel activities be conducted in a non-discriminatory fashion.

What makes affirmative action effective is that it informs the employer,

Up from Affirmative Action

Ed Malone

With the possible exception of abortion, affirmative action is the most
divisive issue in America today. Proponents argue that without the aid of affirma-
tive action programs, minorities would be unable to compete in a racist society.
Opponents often argue that merit, not race, should be the determining factor in
school admission or employment.

Affirmative action comes in many forms, It may come in the form of
lowering standards for certain ethnic minorities. It may come in the form of raising
standards for Whites. The practice of affirmative action may involve accepting the
minority over the White when both are equally qualified. It may simply involve
making a greater effort to woo prospective minority applicants than white appli-
canfs,

The form that affirmative action takes may be unclear, but the goal of all
affirmative action programs is certainly clear: to ensure that there is a politically
acceptable racial balance in student bodies and office staffs. Such a practice can

- easily Jead 1o racial quotas in 2 loose or rigid senise,

Mauy people argue that there is nothing wrong wnh such a system 'I'hey
argue that affirmative action is merely a payback for hundreds of years of oppres-
sion. They pull out the usual Lyndon B. Johnson analogy of the two runners, one
being shackled and pushed backward and the other left unimpeded., They then ask
whether it is fair to expect both runners to compete without allowing the previously
shackled runner to catch up. In the following analysis of why such justifications
for affirmative action fail, T will refer to its effects on American Blacks, both be-
cause I feel the effects of affirmative action on other targeted groups (Latin Ameri-
cans, Native Americans, and women) are similar to
those on blacks and because repeatedly enumerating
every targeted group is onerous.

The runner analogy is fundamentally
flawed. First, there is no such thing as a race be-
tween one black runner and one white runner. There
are millions of runners who belong to many kinds of
groups, not just racial groups.

My mother once told me about my late
great-great uncle in her home town of San August-
ine, Texas, who asked a white man if he could bor-
row five dollars. The white man said he did not have
the money. My uncle then said with indignation,
“Why don’t you have the money? You've been white
all your life!”

My uncle’s mentality is the same mentality of proponents of affirmative
action. They assume that being white automatically makes one a guilty beneficiary
of the oppression of minorities. They assume that being African American, Native
American, or Hispanic American automatically makes one a victim of society.

If all other factors that determine one’s lot in life could be controlled, then
I would perhaps agree that every living black man, woman, and child is worse off
than every white man, women, and child. However, this is impossible. Being black
is an impediment to success in America, but it is not the only impediment, Al-
though a woman may have one thing going against her (i.e., her dark skin) she
might have other things going for her, such as being rich or living in a nurturing -
environment. Likewise, a man might have pale skin in his favor and might yet be
inhibited by other factors.

For example, the median family income of Blacks is about 35 percent
lower than the median family income of Whites, but the median family income in

Please see "Dickson” on page 3

Please see "Malone" on page 3
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If there's any place for afﬁrmzmve acnon, it’s in educa—
tion:
-Gregg Osofsky ]muor in Smence, Teclmolagy & Suctety

Students whose parents or grandparents went to Stqnford
have their chances of being accepted doubled, How many
minority students had their parents or. grandparents goto
Stanford? .

~Tim Knight, Sophomore in Earth Sys] eﬁs

' Affirmative Action is necessary, but we must thm'k of it’

only as a temporary aid toward bllshmg an ideally di-

he basm of ment

with the histodic inequal-
PR B »
eoccupation’ with “race,

Until this nation de|
ity that has resulted from
- affirmative action will be one social ﬁ\ichanism with which -

Why shouldn’t “ra % %E ccount es-
pecially when it remains on the goverhipg factors in.
how we view each others as hufnan @e ngs? We have used
“race” as a symbolic caste system in this colintey to con-
struct a hierarchy of humannes§ based.on biojogical traits.
Affirmative action, though by fio meas a solution, seeks
to help qualified individuals by t Of theircaste bound-
aries and achieve life goals that would havg never been
realized simply because of thei; it “race]”

The way. it, the r¢al issue is not affirmative
action, but rather
have resulted from our classrﬁcauonu of humm?ne,ss m{
ulumately, oug ty to rid ourselvé Ialsshﬁ f/;’
in “race.” " ’, ! r"

start dealing with thq ¢
ing from our caste syste g

tive actionists is quite simple: “It's not faic?” Stcha com-

plaint reveals a total failure to grasp reality. This lack of

. common sense is not all that surprising in individuals who,

like many of us, have grown up sheltered from the racism

of our society. Racism is real, it is pervasive, it is ines-
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pable - and it is difficult to comprehend if you are white.
Complaints about admissions to Stanford of non-

white students with slightly lower grades are utterly laugh-
able. A non-white student with good grades, recommen-
dations, and test scores has almost inevitably far more
character and perseverance than a (non-poor background)
white student, and is more likely to excel in studies, re-
search, and life (if she/he can surmount the racist obstacles
later on). Likewise, female students who are otherwise
equal can be safely assumed to have more perseverancc

. and character than male students.

The truth about afﬁrmatwe acuon in tlus coun—

"try is likewise simple to see if you use Just a little com-
mion sense: affirmative action is weak, it is rarely enforced, -

it is rarely Jmplemented it has proved largely meffecnve, .
and its existence is constantly used as a tool of facism.
Affirmative action prograrns obvmusly need 1o include -
equal education, but can we have equahty in pubhc edu--
cation when school district funding is tied to property taxes
in the commumty? Often, affirmativé action  programs
are basically govemmeut (i.e. taxpayer) subsidies to cor-
porauons who hire a few token (and low-paid) non-whites.
Just take a look around campus - in what positions do you
see _non~wh1£e $taff and faculty? In positions in’ which
you would desire to be? Rarely. What percentage of jani-
tors are non-white? What percentage of full professors .
are non-white? Reality is pretty clear, if you bother to

;
cial andiecononic mequalmes thaty ,’Zlak >
s}vér is almost invariably no.

_,l;.jl'e
{

Afﬁrmauve Action makes an easy target for crit-
ics. Conservauves ‘dismiss it as “social engineering,” while
even liberals wince at the horror stories of middle-class
job applicants with 1/16 Portuguese blood qualifying as
“Hispanic,” Similar abound in university admis-
sions, the ared I will treat here.

In spite of the existence of some abominable
‘implementations, Affirmative Action remains a solidly

' valid concept. Even Affirmative Action’s worst critics

agree that all of us, not just the poor or disfranchised, lose
when society’s underclass giows and becomes increasingly
distant from the rest of the population. Afﬁrmahve Action
helps to remedy this problem.

‘ Many critics would still accept the notion of tak-

. ing factors such as poverty under consideration in univer-
- sity admissions, but they draw the line at the use of race as

a criterion. Yet role models for a given racial group, or -
gender, are of tremendous importance, regardless of in-
come status,

Opponents of Affirmative Acuon in university
admissions speak unctuously of selection on the basis of
“merit,” say as defined by grades and test scores. I have
talked to many students who somehow, feel that higher SAT
scores give one an inherent right to adrmssron to a famous
school. Yet what principle-—moral, societal or whatever—
would justify this? Sure, the one who is a tenth of a sec-
ond faster in the Olympics gets the gold, but what on earth
does this have to do with university admissions?

‘When I ask these students whether they take ad-
vantage of the special virtues of such a school—do they
attend the public lectures by world figures who visit, do
they make use of the extensive library facilities, do they
it a point to take courses from Nobel laureates-—the

\.~r

On the contrary, these students usually admit that
simply want to acquire the prestigious name that the
sg:lwnl offers; 'With such-a confession; they clearly lose
right to the moral high ground they claim on the basis
‘of Something like SAT scores.
< On the other hand: The presence of students
whose academic skills are not “in the same league” with
" those of typical students at the given school is indeed harm-
ful. It makes it difficult for faculty,to give challenging
assignments, thus bringing down the level of education.
Much worse, it exacerbates lack of self esteem in such
students—a result antithetical to the goal of Affirmative
Action to build self-esteem, not destroy it.

These ideas then lead to a sensible approach to
Affirmative Action. Threshold values would be set (rather
liberally low) for numerics such as SAT scores, below
which there is little expectation of success at the school.
But, after having set such threshold values, there is really
no defensible reason for further comparison of test scores
among applicants, Thus at that point random selection
would be used, i.e. a lottery, with possibly a very small
nuinber of slots réserved for well-warranted special cases,

Use of a lottéry would be simple and eminently
fair, and it would also produce the diversity desired by
proponents of Affirmative Action.

Norman Matloff; Professor of Computer Science -at the
University of California at Davis: he was formerly Chair
aof the faculty committee on Affirmative Action at that uni-
versity - .

Réce Doesn’t Matter

. How is'it that the leadership of the Republican
“Party, long criticized as insensitive to minorifies, is more
diverse than that of the Democratic Party? It is simple.
Repiblicans have moved beyord race when selectmg their
leadership; hence over half of the core RNC leadershlp is
female and the emerging minority representation in the
party is gaining steam. Democrats, whose core leadership
boasts few to no women and whose support among mi-
noritiés is dwindling, can claim no such progress as race
and gender dominates their decisions. Move beyond the
shallow notion that race matters (as Cornell West likes to
belxeve) and’ you wxll wxmess progress Hell, if the RNC
dy ¢d




_observed,

_they call micro- and macro]ustxce [They assert that, i
_“action, are usually made at the microjustice level:. Affirmative acnon led to an
- tinfair otitcome forthis quahﬁedWhlte man or for lhat unquahﬁed Blackwoman
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that when the numbers of members of the targeted groups represent only small
proportions of the workplace, despite the availability of competent minorities and
women, the employer must act affirmatively to include in the workplace individu-
als from these groups. 'If one reads the federal requirements carefully it is clear
that, contrary to what is often thought, “affirmative action” does not exclude White
males, from competmg for )obs Instead it calls fora systemauo effort by employers
to include in their workplace people of color and women who can perform the
necessary tasks. It asks the employer to set goals to achieve’ parity.” Affirmative
action goes beyond a mere pledge not to discriminate by providing a structural
mechanism for organizations to dlversnfy their workplaces and classrooms
Affirmative action acts as a compensatory redistributive prograri. Redis-
tributive measures (including FHA morigage loans to specific home buyers, GI
benefits to people who have served in the anded forces, and subsidies to certain{
farmers) are not new to American politics. Why, then, is there such strong resis-}

Malone 7 ¢ ¢ontinued from front page

Califomnia is 71 per cent higher than in Arkansas. Now, should a relauvely rich
black person living in California be classified as worse off than a relatively poor
white person living in Arkansas? A person with the affirmative action mentality
“would say yes.- <

The runner analogy falsely depicts Blacks as a monolith, making no dis-
tinctions between rich and poor Blacks., Affirmative action programs do not con-
sider economic and geographic factors and fail to make distinctions between afflu-
ent Blacks and lower class Blacks. Since Blacks who are worse off than other
Blacks do not have a competitive advantage as far as victimhood is concerned,
affluent Blacks have a field day with affirmative action.. Thus a purely race-based
affirmative action “benefits” those Blacks and other minorities who “need" it least,
the bourgeoisie.

Another problem with the runner analogy is that afﬁrmauve action doesn’t

‘ énable the black runner to run as fast as the white runper or to catch up with the

tance to affinnative action? Opponents of affirmative action often, ,olaxm that these’" white runner. Affirmative action policies tell the black ruriner thathe simply doesn’t

types of programs are unfair. Affirmative action, they argue, perpetuates th ry
discrimination (race and gender-based decisions) , that it mlends to eli it
Opponents also argue that affirmative action penalizes White males who ﬁ not
personally discriminate and therefore should not be made to pay the pric
tution of past discrimination by others. Lastly, some opponents argue th:
tive action is synonymous with preferential treatment which results in
fied individuals selected over Whites. :

These arguments against affirmative action raise several i mteresn
that deserve a response. Anti-affimnative action proponents often make th
neous assumptions: 1) discrimination and negative racial attitudes are lhmgs of thd
past, and 2) affirmative action is a'means of “retributive justice,” Pertaini ﬂ%

%ﬂy 1

first assumption, a 1985 study found that African-Americans held only 0.
‘of senior executive positions, and a 1990 sitvey of 799 companies reporte
of over 4000 directors and highest paid executives were women (Mofrison, 992
Similar figures have been reported for Latinos, Native Americans, and Americans
with disabilities. Most empirical studies indicate that the wages of péople of color
are less than those of thieir white counterparts. Despite good intentions, equity in
employment and promoticnal opportunities continues to be an issue for pegple of
color and women, .
Nor is it true that affirmative action is a means of “retributive justice.”
Although affirmative action programs may take different formi alike
in one respect. All programs require an organization to take noficé of pepple’ss”
ethnic group and gender. This fact alone offends people because of their confused:
understandmg of the concept of a,“color-blind society.” é $
“is an American obsession but an obsession mos
bivalent about ” Americans at times feel that to acknowledge race
of prejudice. One interpretation of the concept of a “color-| bhnd socxéty” thi
individuals shall no; be treated unfairly due to race. Afﬁrmanve action, on lhe

€ ams

the marketplace for-employment. Thus affirmative action attempts
playing field”, Inérder to do so, it must take into account race and | ge
those are the factors upon which prior and current discrimination have

Opponents of affirmative action often claim that but for th
gender status, certain applicants for college admission or jobs would n:
successful. But affirmative action programs use race or gender as only ONE fal
for inclusion. In other words, race is not the determining factor; it is but on
many that employers must consider. This system is designed to address past dis-
crimination and is clearly not based upon retribution. It does not take away the
rights of anyone. When two individuals compete for a job and the person hiredisa
minority and the unsuccessful candidate is white, can it logically be claimed that
the white candidate had something taken away from him?

The purpose of affirmative action is to include individualsinto workplaces
and universities where there has been and cc to be underrep ion
Effective affirmative action programs will change the “picture of who is included
in U.S. companies and colleges”, Americans have become accustomed to the “norm™
that decisions in business and emanating from other pasitions of authority are car-
ried out by white men. With the advent of affirmative action, however, many fore-
see that a change in allocation of positions of authority can be possible. As tradi-
tional barriers to women and people of color entering the workplace are removed,
perhaps more members of these groups will enter into positions of_authorfty. This
does appear to be happening in the case of women in particular, as many women
are currently occupying positions formerly held by men. This change in the land-
scape presents a new picture which may be petcelved by many as both threatemng
and unusual.

Affirmative action is not on]y a necessary strucmml means for crcatmg

diversity 1 in workplace and umverslty semngs itis

broad soc1al issues, that impact how women and uunonnes ‘can acqmre lhe tools
necessary fo survive in our current economic structuire, Professors Clayton and
‘Tangriin their essay. "I‘he Justice of Aﬂi.tmatlveAc‘uon' dlsungmsh be;yvcen what
*(o)bjections ¢ 1o'afﬂrmauve

But affirmative action should be viewed as a micans of obtaining equal opportunl-
ties for groups of individuals and not as a means.of taking “personal rights” from
others. Affirmative action calls into question institutional operauons that have re-
sulted in denymg access to opportunities. Although many may argue that afﬁm:a‘

3 nve action resul!s in denymg certam mdmduals opportunlues. the mtent of afﬁr-

action

- nority populations. We should also study how effective federal contractors are i

have to-run as fast. The Judge expects less out of the black runner. Afﬁrmauve

(acuon‘ simply moves up the finish fine.

For example, in order to receive a Premdentlal SChOlaIShlp froma pubhc

‘é nnive ity in the state of Illinois, Whites are expected to score a 26 on their ACT

lacks are expected to score 24, and Hispanics are expected to score 22.
 of helping black and Hispanic students to score as well-as Whites do, liber-
 content with expecting less ont of them. Race-politicians argue that the tests’
“gulturally bjased — I would observe that life is culturally biased. A group o:f
people-who are used to hunting and gathering who live in an agrarian society can’t
just sit back and.whine about the fact that they have just as much brain power as

a%rs and lament that they are not in a culture that allows them to shine. They
sam

either learn farming or move to a place where their culture is favored. On the

token, those who whine about cultural bias in standardized academic tests
must either adapt to the mainstream culture or move to some place where their
cultyre is favored.
This is not to say that some questions on standardized tests are unfair.
Thisjs to say the criteria for determining fairness of a-question is not whether those
belonging to a particular cilture are more apt to answer the question correctly, but
whegher the question is relevant to its stated purpose of identifying performance
capatities. B
Many of my'b'lack peers would contend that affirmative action is effec-
tive, dn tha; it } “'pi,iy v?ay ‘to-ensure that qualified; minorities get an opportunity,
Thls lm’o 9freax’9n[ug only begs two important questions; If we are qualified, why

tuds Terkel - @o wc {1 ed zgfﬁrm Wé Zction? Would an antidiscrimination policy adequately

ensu gppé;ﬁlm
fﬁ{lsp}fﬂ Cs/ar d s schools could Smely ‘practice a pohcy Sfnon-discrimina-

Ving all melevant bamers (direct or mdlrect) to acceptance and

promonop

defefed from the apphcanon, and the applxcantwould just become a number. After
ﬂ}é apphcauon isreviewed, the applicant’s demographics could be reattached. Un-
der stich asystem there is no way that a qualified ethnic minority could be turned

If American companies and schools would implement such a policy, no
ould reasonably question the qualifications of black students and employees
they do now. There would be no one breathing down our backs to see if we
were lagging behind our white peers. There would be no resentment from whites
who believe that affirmative action is the reason why their second cousin with a 4.9
grade point average was not accepted to Stanford. Finally, there would be no self-
doubt or insecurity. As minorities, we would know beyond the shadow of a doubt
. that our successes were deserved,

Perhaps it would be good if benevolent people used an apphcant s nnder-
dog status as a tie-breaker between equally qualified candidates. However, dley
should consider all factors — not just race — in determining who is the underdog

It’s time: to stop thinking in terms of group rights and to-start ﬂunkmg in
terms of individual rights. Any apphcant, whether black, white, Hispanic, Nauve
American, or Asian American, should be hiréd by employers or accepted into schools
because of their qualifcations. They should be accepted one by one, not as colored
sheep thrown into certain groups by all- knowmg liberal shepherds, If Jane Dog is-
able to meet the qualifications, she should be accepted as Jane Dog, the mdwul
the onc-of-a-kind, not as Jane Do, the black woman. We canriot eradicate of Ve
fight racism by making race one of the mo| (1f not the most) deﬁmug chard
tics of 2 an individual. -

Ed Malonc isa Jumor in Palmcal Scxem:e

what ‘the detriments would be 1f such pmgrams did not ex.lst
Tam not- 1mplymg that; aﬁirmatw “action as we kn 2

edy It needs careful Teview to determme ffectiveness, mcludmg a rev1ew f

whethier the programs zire reaching the Varigus socio-econonic groups within

moetmg their goals and timetables, and whit problems they encounter along:
way. With continued attention to its effectiveness and thoughtful adj hDW'r
ever, affirmative action programs can create 2 potential for mclusnon of women and
mmonnes in areas ftom which they would otherwnse conunue to be excluded

Sally D:ckson, J. D‘, is Dzreclor ofStanfqrd 5 O_fﬁce of Multicultural Devei
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Mr. Chairman and Members of the Subcommittee:

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to appear before you today to discuss the
current operation of the Prison Litigation Reform Act and the proposed Prison Abuse
Remedies Act. The Department recently obtained a copy of the text of the proposed
Prison Abuse Remedies Act and has not yet had an opportunity to review it. As a result,
I will not be able to address any specific proposals or provisions in that bill at this time.

The Prison Litigation Reform Act, which Congress enacted on a bipartisan basis
and with the support of the Clinton Administration in 1996, represents an important
accomplishment. All of the provisions of that law were designed to establish a balance
between the rights of prisoners to seek effective judicial redress for constitutional
violations arising from conditions of their confinement and society’s interest in
decreasing the quantity of meritless lawsuits purportedly premised on those rights.

The law has worked to accomplish this goal. In 1994, about 25%
of the civil cases filed in federal court were prisoner suits. That is, the total number of
lawsuits that were filed by the approximately 1.5 million prisoners in state and federal
facilities amounted to more than a third as many cases as were filed that year by the
remaining 300,000,000 Americans—along with corporations and other private
institutions—combined. The overwhelming majority of these cases were dismissed for
lack of merit, but not without consuming an inordinate amount of judicial and
administrative resources and inevitably delaying the resolution of legitimate civil suits.

Prisoners, who did not contend with the common deterrents against litigation that

ordinary Americans faced, “often brought [cases] for purposes of harassment or



recreation.”* This state of affairs benefited no one: It did not help rehabilitate prisoners,
rarely resulted in uncovering actual constitutional violations, distracted prison officials
from the efficient operation of facilities, and delayed justice for other civil litigants.

In addition, at the time that the PLRA was enacted, federal litigation sometimes
produced open-ended consent decrees that would lead the courts to exercise significant
and long-term administrative operational control over prison facilities. Therefore,
Congress, with the active support of the Clinton Administration, supported the PLRA’s
intent “to place limits on judicial oversight of prisons through the establishment of
specific statutory standards for the entry and maintenance of judicial relief in prison
conditions cases.”

The PLRA contains a number of provisions geared to balance prisoner rights and
effective administration of the nation’s prisons and courts. For instance, to eliminate
frivolous claims based on mere offended sensibilities, the legislation requires prisoners
who seek compensation for mental or emotional injury to demonstrate an accompanying
physical injury as well. Such evidence is normally required under well-settled principles
of common law as well as for civil rights claims brought outside the context of prisoner
suits. It is important to bear in mind that this requirement does not prevent prisoners
from seeking judicial recourse when they suffer constitutional injuries without physical

harm.® Such injuries may not be physical, but they are serious, and the PLRA permits

recovery for them.

! Testimony of Associate Attorney General John Schmidt, “Overhauling Our Nation’s Prisons.” Senate
Judiciary Committee, July 27, 1995 at 6.

2 Testimony of Associate Attorney General Schmidt, “Implementation of the Prison Litigation Reform
Act,” Senate Judiciary Committee, Sept. 25, 1996 at 3.

% See, e.g., Hughes v. Lott, 350 F.3d 1157, 1162 (11" Cir. 2003)(prisoners can recover nominal damages
under PLRA for a constitutional injury absent a physical injury); Calhoun v. DeTella, 319 F.3d 936, 941
(7™ Cir. 2003)(same); Thompson v. Carter, 284 F.3d 411 (2d Cir. 2002)(prisoner can recover



Similarly, Congress imposed a requirement in the PLRA that prisoners exhaust
administrative remedies before filing suit. This is one of the most important provisions
of the Act, and it was designed to advance several objectives. As the Supreme Court has
ruled, PLRA’s exhaustion requirement “gives prisoners an effective incentive to make
full use of the prison grievance process and accordingly provides prisons with a fair
opportunity to correct their own errors.”* The Court has noted that the exhaustion
requirement was enacted “to reduce the quantity and improve the quality of prisoner
suits. . . . [T]he internal review might filter out some frivolous claims. And for cases
ultimately brought to court, adjudication could be facilitated by an administrative record
that clarifies the contours of the controversy.”® The last point reflects the fact that the
exhaustion requirement is not designed to impair inmates’ ability to succeed in court but
rather to improve the quality of inmate complaints that eventually make their way to
court and thus to facilitate the likelihood that prisoners with meritorious claims will
prevail.

The existing administrative process is a legitimate avenue for prisoners to redress
grievances in a timely manner. Prisoners need not fear retaliation from prison staff for
filing grievances.

The governing Bureau of Prisons regulations provide confidentiality to the nearly
200,000 inmates in the federal prison system who choose to avail themselves of the

process.®

compensatory damages for constitutional non-physical injuries). Courts have also allowed prisoner
lawsuits under civil rights laws that do not require physical injury. See, e.g., Jackson v. District of
Columbia, 254 F.3d 262, 266 (D.C. Cir. 2001)(RFRA); DeHart v. Horn, 390 F.3d 262, 272 (3d Cir.
2004)(RLUIPA).

* Woodford v. Ngo, 126 S. Ct. 2378, 2387 (2006).

® Porter v. Nussle, 534 U.S. 516, 524-35 (2002).

® See 28 C.F.R. Part 542.



Congress also sought to reduce frivolous prisoner suits by ensuring that prisoners
begin to consider common economic disincentives to bringing litigation. The absence of
those disincentives significantly fueled the large number of frivolous prisoner cases that
were brought before passage of the PLRA. Most civil litigants pay a portion of the costs
of the court’s adjudication of their case through filing fees. Before the PLRA was
enacted, however, inmates were routinely granted in forma pauperis status and were able
to file numerous cases at no cost whatsoever. The PLRA ended this practice and required
inmates to pay filing fees in the federal courts, just as other plaintiffs must. Recognizing
that inmates often have limited financial means, the PLRA balances this requirement by
allowing inmates to pay their filing fees over time, a privilege not afforded to other
plaintiffs in the federal courts.

Moreover, the PLRA provides that prisoners who egregiously abuse their access
to the federal courts by filing three cases that are dismissed as malicious or frivolous or
for failing to state a claim cannot ordinarily file additional cases without paying their
filing fees in full. Obviously, this provision discourages the filing of frivolous lawsuits.
Equally obvious is the fact that removing this barrier for frequent filers will generate
more frivolous claims. Under current law, prisoners face the same sanctions as non-
prisoner civil litigants who may be prohibited from filing if a court determines that a
litigant has filed an excessive number of non-meritorious lawsuits. Again, however,
balance is maintained under present law.

Despite this provision, prisoners can file additional cases if they pay the filing fee,
and they can even file without prepayment of the entire fee if they seek remediation for a

legal violation that poses an imminent danger.



In fact, the Supreme Court of the United States has characterized the three-strikes
provision as the most successful part of the PLRA in reducing frivolous lawsuits.’
Despite a reduction in prisoner lawsuits from 41,679 in 1995 (before enactment) to
25,504 in 2000 (after enactment), “prisoner civil rights and prison conditions cases still
account for an outsized share of filings: From 2000 through 2005, such cases represented
between 8.3% and 9.8% of the new filings in the federal district courts, or an average of
about one new prisoner case every other week for each of the nearly 1000 active and
senior district judges across the country.”® The fact that thousands of prisoner cases
continue to be brought each year demonstrates that the federal courthouses are still wide
open to prisoner lawsuits.

These thousands of lawsuits are brought notwithstanding the caps on attorneys’
fees associated with such cases. Some of these suits are brought by attorneys pro bono or
funded by charitable organizations. It is true that the 150% cap on fees means that, in
cases in which prisoners recover $1 in damages, their attorneys recover only $1.50 from
the defendant. Few if any litigants in normal circumstances would actually file a lawsuit
where the damages suffered were worth only $1, however, and it is appropriate to ask
what the societal benefit from such a suit would be. Further, it is an open question why
compensation for attorneys who bring such suits should be raised, when such a reform
would serve only to increase the volume of such litigation. Preserving the opportunity
for the filing of meritorious lawsuits has no obvious relation to the volume of lawsuits for

nominal damages.

" Woodford v. Ngo, 126 S. Ct. at 2388 n.4.
® Id.and id. at 2400 (Stevens, J., dissenting).



There is a more subtle means by which the PLRA increases the likelihood that
judicial relief will be provided in prisoner cases that actually have merit. When 25% of a
court’s civil docket consists of claims brought by prisoners who have relatively large
amounts of free time but have not exhausted administrative remedies, the predictable
result is the one that obtained before 1996: large numbers of lawsuits—well-founded and
meritless alike—reviewed by a weary and increasingly unenthusiastic judiciary. In such
circumstances, judicial consideration of even potentially meritorious cases will receive a
jaundiced eye. Justice Robert Jackson’s remark with respect to a similar category of
prisoner cases more than half a century ago applies as well to prisoner civil rights cases
before enactment of the PLRA: “It must prejudice the occasional meritorious application
to be buried in a flood of worthless ones. He who must search a haystack for a needle is
likely to end up with the attitude that the needle is not worth the search.”® Legitimate
prisoner lawsuits must receive the judicial solicitude that they are due. The PLRA as
enacted, in part by reducing the number of frivolous cases, has strengthened the quality of
the prisoner cases that proceed to consideration on the merits, and has inevitably
increased the chances that valid claims will succeed.

As previously noted, the PLRA was also enacted in part “to eliminate
unwarranted federal-court interference with the administration of prisons.”'® The law
contains a number of provisions designed to advance this objective. For example,
consent decrees establishing judicially enforceable prospective relief in prison condition
cases are required to contain an admission of the violation of a federal right. It is one

thing for the federal courts to maintain a supervisory role over prisons when established

° Brown v. Allen, 344 U.S. 443, 532, 537 (1953)(Jackson, J., concurring).
9 Woodford v. Ngo, 126 S. Ct. at 2387 (citation omitted).



civil rights have been violated. It is another matter entirely when federal courts impose
administrative requirements on prisons that are not based on any actual violation of
federal law. Too often in the past, state officials would agree to consent decrees that did
not purport to rest on any actual violations of federal law. This permitted those officials
to deflect responsibility for prison conditions by blaming federal courts for onerous
administrative rulings. The state officials who succeeded those who had entered into
open-ended decrees frequently found that courts were unwilling to reopen the decrees
even if no violations of federal law were occurring. Such a state of affairs is not
consistent with either the appropriate judicial role or with constitutional principles of
federalism.

It bears emphasizing that the PLRA does not discourage settlements in prison
conditions litigation but narrows only the scope of consent decrees and other court-
ordered relief. Settlements, as opposed to consent decrees, are not affected by the PLRA,
and the Department has often obtained the relief that it seeks by entering into memoranda
of understanding rather than consent decrees. Requiring courts to reconsider the
continuing need for longstanding consent decrees and other court-ordered relief—as
opposed to voluntary settlements—vindicates principles of accountability and federalism.
Moreover, in the Department’s experience, deadlines actually serve the goal of state
compliance with consent decrees, as state officials discover that such compliance will
actually lead to the termination of those decrees. In the past, whether prison officials
came into compliance with consent decrees often had little or no effect on whether courts
would terminate them. In those circumstances, prison officials had no incentive to

comply sooner rather than later. And since enactment of the PLRA, the Department has



construed the deadlines in a way to permit consent decrees to continue while courts and
prison officials take reasonable steps to meet the deadlines for reviewing the decrees.
Once again, both as drafted and in practice, the PLRA works to secure prisoner rights. It
also provides autonomy for prison officials to manage their facilities efficiently without
judicial micromanagement unrelated to any actual violation of federal law.

Mr. Chairman, every law deserves congressional assessment of its operation and
Congress’s consideration of potential improvements. The PLRA, however, represents a
well-considered congressional response to real problems that achieved its goals while
taking care not to create new perils. Because it established a careful balance that the
Department of Justice and the Supreme Court have taken care to maintain, the Act has
reduced frivolous lawsuits and the unnecessary intrusion of the judiciary in the day-to-
day operation of the nation’s prisons while preserving the legal rights of inmates and their
ability to obtain judicial redress for actual violations. The law should not be changed so
as again to encourage the filing of the sort of frivolous lawsuits that the PLRA
appropriately ended, with their negative effects on other civil litigants, prison officials,
and judges, and their consumption of resources to no good end. It is simply not the case
that all prisoner lawsuits uncover and remedy violations that would otherwise go
unremedied or that more prisoner lawsuits are necessarily better than fewer. In fact, the
history of such lawsuits before and after the enactment of the PLRA is just the opposite:
Congress’s reasonable restriction of these lawsuits has preserved the ability of
legitimately harmed inmates to gain access to the courts and prevented the negative

effects of frivolous cases in ever greater numbers.



Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for allowing me to appear before you today. | will be

happy to answer any questions that you might have.
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Mr. Chairman, Mr. Ranking Member, and other members of the Subcommittee, thank you for allowing me to

Page 1

testify before you today. My name is Ryan Bounds, and | am the Chief of Staff of the Office of Legal Policy in the
Department of Justice. | will be presenting the Department's principal views on H.R. 435, the Equal Accessto Justice
Reform Act. The bill would radically expand the Government's liability for attorneys fees under the Equal Accessto
Justice Act (referred to herein as"EAJA" or "the Act"). Most notably, the bill would require the Government to pay a
prevailing party's fees even when the Government's position was "substantially justified" based on the facts and law at
issue. The bill would also require the Government to pay a party's attorneys' fees even when that party did not prevail in
litigation but merely obtained a settlement or voluntary change in the Government's position. In addition, the bill would
make the Government liable for attorneys fees at market rates well in excess of the current presumptive cap of $125 per
hour and would expand the universe of parties to whom the Government could be held liable for attorneys fees under

the Act.
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| would like to begin by emphasizing that the Administration and the Department of Justice share the desire of H.R.
435's proponents to reduce the burden that frivolous lawsuits and unjustified litigation impose on small businesses and
individuals. Just last year, for instance, the Administration supported and the President signed the Class Action Fairness
Act and the Protection of Lawful Commerce in Arms Act. The Administration has similarly supported enactment of the
Medical Liability Reform Act and asbestos litigation reform. The Department appreciates the Subcommittee's ongoing
effortsto reform and to improve the civil litigation system and will continue to work with the Subcommittee and the full
Committee to enact these important measures and others like them.

Notwithstanding the laudable goals of those who support this bill, the Department of Justice must opposeit. The
enactment of H.R. 435 would trigger at least four negative consequences. First, it would impose additional costs on the
Government by way of attorneys fees and litigation expenses. Second, it would induce more private lawsuits against the
Government, despite the fact that lawsuits are a notoriously inefficient and costly means of settling disputes. Third, it
would deter agencies from applying existing law to novel situations, leaving gaps in the law as technology develops and
practices change. Fourth, it would deter agencies from voluntarily settling with a party or changing their position after a
lawsuit is filed (even in the face of compelling policy justifications for doing so).

These negative consequences would not be offset by any significant improvements in the way EAJA works. In fact,
several of the circumstances that are cited as problems and relied upon as justifications for amending EAJA are
inconsistent with the Justice Department's experience with the Act. We believe that, as currently written, EAJA has
achieved itsintended goal of making the judicial system more accessible to small businesses, non- profit organizations,
and individuals of modest means. Contrary to the assertions of some critics, the Act has not led to significant collateral
litigation over fees, because the Government must stand on the same justifications for its position that it offered in the
primary litigation. The Act also has not precluded lawsuits in markets where fees necessarily exceed the statutory cap of
$125 per hour, because courts may and frequently do increase that cap to reflect increases in the cost of living and other
special factors. Moreover, the Act does not typically allow a defending agency to escape the costs of its unreasonable
conduct by defraying fee awards with monies from the Treasury's Judgment Fund. Indeed, the overwhelming majority
of fee awards under the Act are paid out of the defending agency's appropriations. The current statute thus permitsits
intended beneficiaries to recover reasonabl e attorneys fees directly from agencies that have acted without substantial
justification and thereby deters agencies from acting unreasonably. In short, the Act largely fulfillsits purpose.

In this testimony, | would like to canvas the most important changes that H.R. 435 would make to EAJA and
explain why the Department expects those changes to be counterproductive.

I. Substantial Justification and Special Circumstances in Which Attorneys Fee Awards Would Be Unjust

Subparagraphs 4(a)(1) and (a)(2) of the bill would amend the Act to allow prevailing parties to recover attorneys
fees against a Government agency even when the agency's position was substantially justified and when special
circumstances otherwise make afee award unjust. The Department very strongly opposes this aspect of the hill. In
effect, it would make an agency liable for attorneys fees without regard to how close the caseis or how reasonable or
wellintentioned the agency's position was.

This change would increase agency litigation costs at a time when agency budgets are becoming ever more tightly
constrained. Although the additional costs cannot be estimated with any precision, the experience of the Office of
Foreign Litigation ("OFL") may shed light on the bill's likely fiscal impact. OFL handles all foreign cases for the
Department, and most foreign jurisdictions make the losing party pay attorneys fees. From a partial analysis of OFL's
records, it appears that fee-shifting increases the Government's costs of paying adverse judgments by approximately 15
to 25 percent in most cases. In some cases, of course, the marginal cost may be much greater. In one recent labor casein
Italy, for instance, the payment to the attorney was nearly double the amount of the underlying judgment for the adverse
party.

By making fee-shifting automatic, H.R. 435 would require fees to be awarded to a prevailing party even when the
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Government was obligated to take a position in litigation and there was no controlling law, the law was unclear, or the
authorities were divided. In this respect, the bill ignores the reality of Government litigation, which isthat the
Government must often take positions on new and ambiguous statutes and hasto "build" the law by litigating the same
issuein several circuits. The Government should not be required to pay attorneys fees whileit isin the process of
resolving the scope of new laws or the application of existing lawsin new areas. At the margin, such a reguirement
would simply deter the Government from enforcing the law in novel contexts and testing the scope of new statutes.
Indeed, Congress provided for a"substantial justification” and "specia circumstances' defenses under EAJA expressly
because an automatic fee-shifting rule would have a " chilling effect on proper government enforcement efforts.”

To the extent that the automatic fee-shifting rule established by H.R. 435 does not entirely deter the Government
from enforcing the law in close cases and novel circumstances, it will induce private litigants to bring more lawsuits
against the Government in those contexts. Indeed, that result seems to be the very aim of the provision to make it less
expensive for private parties to litigate the propriety of the Government's position whenever they have some prospect of
prevailing in court. As aresult, this reform may increase the overall burden of litigation rather than reduce it.

In addition to these general considerations, the automatic fee- shifting rule provided for in H.R. 435 is likely to
wreak havoc on the conduct of critical enforcement proceedings. Foremost among these are qui tam lawsuits to recover
for fraud against the Government under the False Claims Act. Given the billions of dollars of taxpayers monies lost to
fraud and the integrity of the federal programs at stake, the Government simply cannot refuse to pursue complicated
cases for fear of having to pay EAJA feesin every case it loses. Bringing the Government's resources and expertise to
bear on these casesis vital: 95% of qui tam recoveries are in cases in which the Government intervenes. Moreover,
Congress was so concerned with strengthening fraud enforcement under the False Claims Act that the1986 amendments
to the Act specifically provided that a prevailing defendant could recover legal costs from a private whistleblower in a
qui tam case only if the court found the suit to be "clearly frivolous, clearly vexatious or brought primarily for purposes
of harassment.” 31 U.S.C. 3730(d)(3). It makes no sense to extend this level of protection to private whistleblowers
while leaving the Government liable for uncapped EAJA feesin every unsuccessful qui tam casein which it
participates. At least at the margins, this bill will deter the Government from intervening in close qui tam cases, even
though it is exactly those cases in which the Government's expertise would be most valuable in exposing and recovering
for fraud. Worse yet, prevailing defendants in these cases will predictably argue that the Government's having declined
to interveneis not enough to protect it from liability for attorneys fees under EAJA as amended by H.R. 435, because
the private whistleblower brought the action in the name of and on behalf of the United States.

Eliminating the substantial justification defense is likely to undermine civil enforcement of immigration laws as
well. Without that defense, the Government will face liability for potentialy large fee awards in an unprecedented
number of immigration cases. In one such case, Kiareldeen v. Ashcroft, 273 F.3d 542 (3d Cir. 2001), aterrorist alien
prevailed on a habeas corpus petition after the Government attempted to remove him from the United States. The
Government had relied on classified evidence, obtained by the FBI's Joint Terrorism Task Force, that suggested that the
alien had been involved in the 1993 bombing of the World Trade Center and had made threats against the Attorney
General. The district court not only granted the alien's habeas petition but awarded him attorneys' fees in excess of
$110,000 under EAJA. The Third Circuit reversed the award of attorneys' fees, holding that the Government had
proceeded with substantial justification, but that outcome would not have been possibleif H.R. 435 had been in effect.

Not every immigration case involves fees as high as those at issue in Kiareldeen (though fees will rise under H.R.
435), but eliminating the substantial justification defense will nonethel ess have dramatic implications for civil
immigration enforcement. The Department of Homeland Security's efforts to detain and remove illegal aiens from the
United States gave rise to more than 14,000 casesin the last fiscal year as aliens challenged the legal justification for the
Department's actionsin the federal circuit courts. The volume of such challenges are likely to increase markedly if
current efforts to amend the Immigration and Nationality Act are successful, because aliens and their attorneyswill
want to test the scope and meaning of the new provisionsin the courts. Inevitably, the Government will lose some
proportion of those cases even when the Department can point to a substantial but not ironclad justification for its
position. By making the Government pay substantial attorneys fees in those circumstances, which are pervasivein the
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complex, palitically sensitive, and constantly changing field of immigration law, H.R. 435 will either discourage
attempts at robust enforcement or divert substantial resources from enforcement to paying for aliens' trial lawyers.
Neither result is consistent with the aim of combating illegal immigration.

The elimination of the substantial justification defense would also directly affect the strength of the Social Security
Trust Funds. Like immigration cases, challenges to Social Security decisions would constitute a significant portion of
the litigation affected by H.R. 435. EAJA attorneys feesin Social Security cases are paid from the Social Security
Administration's administrative expense account, and that account, in turn, is proportionately funded by the accounts
from which Social Security benefits are paid. Accordingly, the increased availability of attorneys fee awardsin Social
Security lawsuits from awards in some successful lawsuits to awardsin all successful lawsuits will simply increase the
amount of funds that are diverted from the Social Security Trust Funds to lawyers for Social Security claimants.

In addition, the elimination of the substantial justification defense would serve as an incentive for claimantsto file
suit against the Socia Security Commissioner in more marginal cases. Even assuming that the Government would
prevail in all of these cases and thus avoid an increase in the numbers of fee awards (which is unredlistic), the increase
in the number of lawsuits against the Commissioner would increase the resources devoted to defending against them.
For cases challenging the denial of title |l benefits, these administrative expenses would come from the Social Security
Title Il Trust Fund.

Although it may be argued that courts liberally award attorneys' fees against the Social Security Administration
even under the current version of the Act, the existence of the substantial justification standard isimportant for
settlement purposes. The existence of the defense increases the risk that prevailing claimants will not receive an award
and thus gives them an incentive to settle for discounted fees. Although difficult to estimate exactly, the Social Security
Administration believes these negotiated settlements result in significant savings. These savings would be lost if the
substantial justification defense were eliminated. A similar effect is predicted to result in the diversion of scarce
resources from benefits to administrative expenses and litigation in veterans programs as well.

Eliminating the substantial justification defense will have deleterious consequences in another area of litigation in
which Congress should have a particular interest: constitutional challenges to federal statutes. In light of the separation
of powers, the Department of Justice must defend the laws that Congress enacts if there is any reasonable basis for
doing so. If astatute is ultimately invalidated by the courts, as statutes occasionally are, the repeal of the substantial
justification defense under section 4 of the bill may result in the Government's having to pay attorneys feesto
prevailing parties. Consider Gonzales v. Free Speech Coalition, 408 F.3d 613 (9th Cir. 2005). In that case, atrade
association of businesses involved in the production and distribution of "adult-oriented material” challenged certain
provisions of the Child Pornography Prevention Act of 1996 (CPPA). Ultimately, the Supreme Court held that certain
provisions were overbroad and unconstitutional. After the Supreme Court's decision, the Free Speech Coalition filed for
attorneys fees under EAJA. The District Court for the Northern District of Californiafound that the Government was
not "substantialy justified in defending the CPPA because the "constitutional flaw in the CPPA was recognizable from
the start” and awarded the Coalition $143,243 in attorneys fees. The Ninth Circuit reversed and held that the
Government's position was substantially justified and that the Coalition was not entitled to EAJA fees. If that case had
been decided under the automatic fee-shifting rule contemplated by H.R. 435, the pornographers attorneys would have
been paid by the Government rather than their clients. Asthis example demonstrates, the enactment of H.R. 435 will
result in Congress's subsidizing challenges to its own statutes.

Finally, deleting the substantial justification defense would constitute a fundamental departure from EAJA's
original purpose, the deterrence of unreasonable agency conduct. From its perspective as the Government's litigator, the
Department of Justice believes this change is unwarranted and also in conflict with the requirement that fee awards be
paid out of agency appropriations. To deter unreasonable agency conduct, the Act aready provides that awards under 28
U.S.C. 2412(d) and 5 U.S.C. 504(a)(1) and (4) are to be paid from the defending agencies' own funds and not from the
Judgment Fund. See 28 U.S.C. 2412(d)(4); 5 U.S.C. 504(a)(4), (d). In the absence of the substantial justification
defense, however, EAJA becomes simply an automatic fee-shifting statute for all eligible parties that prevail in their
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litigation against the Government rather than a deterrent against unreasonable agency actions. Consequently, no useful
purpose is served by requiring an agency involved in litigation to pay aresulting fee award out of its own
appropriations. If the substantial justification defense is eliminated, we believe that attorneys fees should be paid from
the Judgment Fund, as are the awards under other automatic fee-shifting statutes.

Rate Caps

Subsection 4(c) of H.R. 435 would eliminate the$125-per-hour cap on attorneys feesin both judicia and
administrative proceedings. The Department of Justiceis unaware of any empirical data indicating that meritorious
actions are not pursued because of the cap on hourly rates, and the Department opposes repealing the cap for at least
two reasons. First, eliminating the hourly rate cap to accommodate complex and high- risk litigation would not reflect
other factors that affect compensation in civil litigation: the number of hours worked and the client's ability to pay. The
Department believesit israre that private sector lawyers are paid for 100% of the time devoted to a particular case
particularly in large cases. Attorneys and clients negotiate bills down to a reasonable amount that the client iswilling or
ableto pay. Additionally, attorneys make decisions about how much time to devote a particular issue or case based, in
part, on what the client will pay. Under subsection 4(c), though, there would be little incentive to apply these market
controls to Government litigation. Second, EAJA currently permits courts to award attorneys feesin excess of the rate
cap in two situations. First, a court can raise the hourly fee on the basis of the cost of living. Second, the court can raise
the cap to accommodate a special factor, such as the limited availability of attorneysin a particular practice area. The
Department believes that it is better to |leave the amount of the hourly fee within the limited discretion of the court
rather than burden the Federal agency with steep "market rates' for hourly fees. The rate cap strikes an appropriate
balance between the benefits of alowing the recovery of attorneys' fees against the United States and the risk of
runaway attorneys fees where alitigant chooses to use highly paid and sophisticated attorneys to handle routine
litigation against the Government.

In the Government's experience, courts routinely take advantage of EAJA's current discretionary authority to
exceed the hourly rate cap. For example, the court held that an hourly rate in excess of $125 per hour was justified
based on an increase in the cost of living in Former Employees of Tyco Electronics Fiber Optics Division v. U.S.
Department of Labor, 350 F. Supp. 2d 1075, 1093 (C.1.T. 2004). Other examples abound. See, e.g., Dewalt v. Sullivan,
963 F.2d 27 (3d Cir. 1992); Mastersv. Nelson, 105 F.3d 708 (D.C. Cir. 1997); Kerinv. U.S.P.S., 218 F.3d 185 (2d Cir.
2000); Greenidge v. Barnhart, 2005 WL 357318 (N.D.N.Y. 2005).

[11. Payment from Agency Appropriations

Subparagraphs 4(f)(1) and (f)(2) would prohibit the payment of EAJA funds and expenses out of the "claims and
judgments account of the Treasury from funds appropriated pursuant to section 1304 of title 31." This prohibition would
apply both to adversary adjudications at the administrative level and to judicial proceedings. | should emphasize that,
under current law, EAJA awards are paid from funds appropriated to the non-prevailing agency. Having said this,
routinely awarding legal fees from a non-prevailing agency's budget can create perverse incentives for agenciesto take
the position least likely to result in litigation rather than the position best designed to implement public policy and the
underlying statutory scheme. Even assuming that the number of EAJA applications remained constant, the lack of a
substantial justification defense will result in fees being awarded in a greater proportion of cases, and the lack of arate
cap will substantially increase the amount of awards when they are made. The resulting increasein liability for fees
could have an enormous financial impact on aready overburdened agencies. If these changes which the Department of
Justice believes are unwarranted are imposed, then the awards should be paid from the Judgment Fund.

Additionally, asthe Department has noted, under current law, both fees and expenses awarded under 28 U.S.C.
2412(d) and "bad faith" fees awarded under 28 U.S.C. 2412(b) are paid out of the agency's funds. In the Department's
view, if either the substantial justification or the fee cap were eliminated, then the award should be paid out of the
Judgment Fund. This additional change would create symmetry between subsections 2412(b) and (d) because, currently,
fee awards under subsection 2412(b) (other than "bad faith" awards) are paid out of the Judgment Fund. See 28 U.S.C.
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2412(c)(2), 2414. In addition, fees awarded against the Government under a host of other fee-shifting statutes (including
the fee-shifting provision of the Clean Air Act) have historically been paid from the Judgment Fund.

IV. Tax Litigation

Subsection 4(g) of the bill would eliminate the provisions of EAJA stating that EAJA fees and expenses do not
apply in cases where 26 U.S.C. 7430 (an Internal Revenue Code fee provision) applies. See 5 U.S.C. 504(f) and 28
U.S.C. 2412(e). By itsterms, EAJA applies "[e]xcept as otherwise specifically provided by statute." 28 U.S.C.
2412(d)(1)(A). Elimination of subsection 2412(e) would not change the fact that 26 U.S.C. 7430 is a Federal statute
providing for the award of fees, expenses, and costs in tax cases and that section7430, rather than the EAJA, would
continue to apply to tax proceedings. At aminimum, the elimination of this language calls into question whether section
7430 would remain the exclusive remedy for seeking fees and costs in tax proceedings, or whether a taxpayer would be
permitted to pick and choose between the two statutes. Accordingly, the Department opposes the amendment to this
provision.

Section 7430 was enacted to recognize that differences between tax proceedings and other civil actions to which the
United Statesis a party justify different provisions for recovering litigation costs. For example, section 7430 sets out
specific provisions for obtaining administrative costs that are beneficial to taxpayers and that do not appear in EAJA.
Further, in recognition of the importance of the administrative processin resolving tax controversies, section 7430
includes a unique requirement that taxpayers exhaust administrative remediesin order to be eligible for an award. As
explained in the legidative history of section 7430, the requirement to exhaust administrative remedies preserves "the
role that the administrative appeal s process plays in the resolution of tax disputes." H.R. Rep. No. 97-404, 97th Cong.,
1st Sess. 13 (1981). In addition, there is a question as to whether EAJA even covers proceedings in the Tax Court. Thus,
to the extent the proposed legislation purports to allow for the substitution of EAJA provisionsin tax litigation, the
proposed provisions may not be effective for Tax Court proceedings. In any event, the Department believes section
7430 should remain the exclusive remedy with respect to claims for costsin tax cases and that EAJA should retain the
clarifying language in section 2412(e) to this effect.

V. Definition of Prevailing Party

Among other things, section 5 would overturn Buckhannon Bd. & Care Home, Inc. v. West Virginia Dep't of
Health & Human Resources, 532 U.S. 598 (2001), by amending the definition of "prevailing party” found in 5 U.S.C.
504(b)(1) and 28 U.S.C. 2412(d)(2)(H) to recognize the "catalyst theory" as abasis for achieving prevailing party status.
In Buckhannon, the Court rejected the catalyst theory (which the magjority of circuits had endorsed) and held that a party
can obtain prevailing party status only by obtaining afavorable judgment or relief through a consent decree or
court-approved settlement. Under Buckhannon, a plaintiff who obtained relief only because the defendant voluntarily
provided the relief that the plaintiff sought was not a prevailing party.

The catalyst theory had held sway for the previous 15 to 20 years because it had been embraced by almost al of the
federal courts of appeals. The Supreme Court's rejection of the theory has reduced the Government's exposure to fee
liability in asignificant category of cases, however, and has spared the Government from litigating whether
governmental actions outside of litigation but resulting in some relief to a particular plaintiff had been caused by that
party's lawsuit. The legidlative overruling of Buckhannon will restore those costs to Government litigation. Moreover, it
will encourage attorneysto file claims that they normally would decline, because those attorneys will believe that the
Government will pay something if they can prevail, settle, or achieve any change in the Government's conduct that
allowsthem to claim catalyst status. It also would deter agencies from making voluntary changes that happen to benefit
the claimant.

In addition to reducing the parties incentives to settle court litigation, the combination of the elimination of the
substantial justification defense with the enactment of the catalyst theory may negatively affect settlement of contract
disputes or taxpayer litigation at the agency level. If any change in policy that is made after alawsuit isfiled can be a
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basis for attorneys fees, and there is no substantial justification defense, the incentive will be for contractors to avoid
incurring fees and expenses in attempting to negotiate a resolution of a dispute with an agency prior to filing the
lawsuit. Instead, the Department of Justice anticipates that many plaintiffswill simply file their lawsuits without delay
so that they immediately accrue attorneys fees that they may eventually recover.

In some circumstances, elimination of the catalyst theory will actually encourage and fund activists who seek to
compel the Government to bring additional enforcement actions against individuals and small businesses. For instance,
in Conservation Counsel for Hawaii v. Norton, a plaintiff brought suit in federal district court against the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, alleging that the Service's failure to take final action on a petition for the designation of critical habitat
of seventeen species of Hawaiian forest birds constituted action "unlawfully withheld and unreasonably delayed" under
the Administrative Procedure Act. Under ajoint stipulation of dismissal filed with the Court, the parties agreed in 2001
to dismiss the case as moot without prejudice to Plaintiff's ability to seek attorneys' fees. Shortly thereafter, however,
and before fees were agreed to, the Buckhannon decision was issued and the plaintiff withdrew its fee request. If the
pre-Buckhannon approach of many appellate courts were statutorily reinstated, similar future plaintiffs would be able to
recover attorneys fees for suits seeking to prompt Government enforcement actions that might otherwise not be
brought. Such aresult would only add to the litigation and regulatory burden borne by small businesses.

A specific example of the application of the catalyst theory serves to demonstrate its adverse effects. The case of
Yacyshyn v. Principi, No. 04-CV-2091 (N.D. Ohio), arose from an initial effort by the Department of Veterans Affairs
to report a doctor to the National Practitioner Data Bank, which consolidates reports on doctors who lose or settle
medical malpractice cases or are subjected to discipline by State licensing boards. The District Court denied the
Department's motion to dismiss alawsuit filed by the doctor and ordered discovery. In the meantime, the Department
completed its review of the doctor's conduct and decided not to make the report, thereby mooting the case. The doctor
was represented by alarge law firm, and under H.R. 435, the EAJA award would have been well over $100,000. After
objecting to dismissal unless attorneys' fees were paid, however, the doctor's counsel reviewed Buckhannon and
willingly abandoned the attempt to obtain fees. Under H.R. 435, the doctor would have recovered attorneys fees for
government action that was not driven by litigation, making his unnecessary lawsuit free to him but expensive to the
United States.

V1. Conclusion

H.R. 435 would increase the risks of litigation for the Government, chill legitimate enforcement activities, prolong
lawsuits, induce additional lawsuits, and impose huge costs on agency budgets. The Department of Justice strongly
opposes this legislation. Thank you for the opportunity to present the Department's views. | am now ready to answer
any questions you may have.
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Costs of Appeal: Representation Fees

$135,000 1n fees for appellant in civil case

$59,000 1n recoverable fees under EAJA

The average CJA appeal representation ranges in
fees alone from approximately $5,000 (for a simple

plea/sentence appeal) to $15,000 (for an appeal
from a post-trial judgment)



Costs of Appeal: Filing Costs

Docketing fee: $505
Attorney admission fee: $230

Cost of creating the record
Ordering reporter’s transcripts
Printing, copying, and delivering paper copies to the Court

An ER can be 300 pages or several volumes, depending on the
case — up to $75 to produce one paper copy of a single volume



Costs of Appeal: Travel Costs

Travel and lodging for oral argument

Examples

Government counsel from Nevada spends approximately $640 per
argument on travel costs

Government counsel from Montana spends approximately $1,100 per
argument on travel costs

Private law firm counsel from Washington, D.C. spends approximately
$2,500 per argument on travel costs

R/T flight from Missoula, MT to Seattle is $350 to $600. The least

expensive (but not terrifying) hotel room in Seattle in August is around

$240. A one-night trip, including food and transportation, is around
700.

R/T flight from Tucson, AZ to San Francisco is around $300. The least

expensive (but not terrifying) hotel room in SF in August is around $225.

A one-night trip, including food and transportation, 1s around $650.



Measures for Reducing Costs

More focus letters
Earlier submission on the briefs

Reducing paper copies due to increased reliance on
electronic copies

Oral argument video conferencing



What is a video teleconference (VTC) oral
argument?

Video technology used to allow attorneys and judges

to appear remotely, allowing all participants to hear
and see one another

Professional VI'C equipment used by attorneys must
be tested and approved by Court A/V technicians



How 1s VTC used?

Used regularly to allow remote appearance by judges
unable to travel

Used by permission of panel in very limited
circumstances to allow remote appearance by
attorneys: last minute weather and medical
emergencies, prohibitively high travel expenses

In 2016, there were only 5 VI'C and 5 TC arguments



The image the attorney presenting The courtroom video system in use.
by video sees.



Benefits of professional VIC systems over computer
and device based ‘video chat’ technologies:

Better cameras with improved contrast, resolution and light-sensing capabilities
Better sound with sophisticated ‘echo-cancelling’ reduces audio issues

» ‘Standards based’ interoperability with
other video systems means long term

equipment life; 7-10 years or more . |

Improved network Quality Of Service \/;—
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can provide more reliable ()
. . . . QJ'.
communications with better video and ——
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Benefits of expanded VTC use:

Fees and cost savings from reduced travel and
lodging would improve access to the Court and
reduce incentive for seeking submission on the briefs

Increased utilization of VIC would reduce the
Court’s own expenses

In 2016, the judiciary spent more than $36,000 on airfare
alone for CJA lawyers



Benefits of expanded VIC use:

Increased remote argument would ensure argument
could be heard where the alternative would be
rescheduling or submission on the briefs

Inclement weather

Counsel’s illness and family emergencies

Counsel’s conflicting obligations rendering travel cost-prohibitive or

impractical
Broader availability of VIT'C would facilitate participation
by counsel with physical disabilities (temporary or
permanent) on whom the barriers of travel and accessing
facilities fall most heavily



Potential practical downsides of expanded VTIC use:

May diminish seriousness or significance attached to
appellate oral argument

May hinder judges’ ability to assess
demeanor/credibility of oral advocate

May de-personalize oral argument experience by
eliminating opportunity to build rapport with others
in the courtroom

Could pose logistical challenges when sign language
or other interpreters are needed, particularly when
combined with technological hiccups



Third > Local rule allows for VTC argument and provides notice to

Circuit / parties of this option. To be eligible, parties must file a
joint motion.
Sixth
. Allows for teleconference argument by local rule.
Circuit
Court designates certain CJA cases for VTC argument.
Tenth .
Cireus Parties in other cases may move to allow VTC argument.
reutt  / counsel generally appear in the local district court to

participate by VTC.

* At least the Second and Eighth Circuits have also held remote
arguments on isolated occasions in the past, without a formal policy.
Some CA and ID state appellate courts also permit remote argument.



Other Circuits’ Remote Argument Policies

NOTICE
AVAILABILITY OF VIDEO-ARGUMENT

The United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit permits oral argument by
videoconference to our primary location in Philadelphia from our locations in Newark.
NJ and Pittsburgh, PA as well as district courts that have compatible videoconferencing
equipment.

If you are scheduled to argue in Philadelphia and are interested in video
conferencing your argument, a joint motion of the parties is required at least seven days
prior to your scheduled court date. Video-argument is at the discretion of the panel. and
is dependent upon the availability of equipment and staff.

If the parties wish to submit a joint request for video-argument, counsel shall fite a
motion via ( M/ECT.

For the Court,

Marcia M. Waldron, Clerk

Dated: December 2, 2013



Other Circuits’ Remote Argument Policies

INFORMATION AND INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE
PRESENTATION OF ORAL ARGUMENTS BY
VIDEOCONFERENCE

In order to reduce the cos! of litigation for attornevs and their clients. the United States
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit offers the option of presenting oral arguments by
mteractive videoconference.

The court may desigaate @ certain munber of criminal and prisoner appeals on an oral
argument calendar for vid ferencing. Although, appeals designarted by the court for
wvideoconterencing will generally be appeals in which both sides are represented by
government attomeys or private attomeys paid by the government, counsel in any civil or
crimizal appeal arising from a district that 1s able o suppon videoconferencing may

)

request leave to present oml arg by

Interactive videoconference is virtually equivalent to a persenal appearance before the
court; nevertheless. if your case is desigrated for videoconference and yon believe there
are campelling reasons why argument should not be presented by videoconference. you
may file 2 motion nunder Fed. R App P.Rule 27.

ek £

If your case is one designated for the p ion of ol arg by

the clerk of the coun ol appeak will nonfy you ancl tell you when and where to report for

RTTITT IS e wnn sen ]l el s vimnnr s tha dwtvint ot cla e aifie.

have a question.” whereupon you shoald immediately stop speaking and listea for the

question. Thus you will hear the entire question and be able to formulate your response.

Here are some other tips that my help youin p ing your by i
videocenference:

o Act Natural--The panel jadges will be able to see and hear you just as if you were
presenting your argumen in person.

« Make Eve Contact--Since the camera is located on top of the monitor, by looking
at the judges on the monitor, you will make eye contact with them.

o Use Your Normal Vorce--1The podum microphone and system speakers will pick
up and transmit your voice as clearly as if you were arguing to the judges in
persc, There is no need to speak louder or slower than you would ina nonal
courtroom setting.

Avoid Exagg dand U, v Gi or Moveme
behund the podium. If yon move away from the pocium. you may be out of
camera range and not \'xsble lo the panel judges. While normal gestunng can

h your vid  arg or exaggerated hand and arm
movements can be even more d ing than when ar are p d in
persotl.
Dress Conservatively--Remember you're a TV star. Just as on television. some
colors are better than others (whenever practicable avoid white or vivid colors)
and bold patiems may caase a strobe effect
Avoid Unnecessary Nois2--Noise such as cansed by tapping on the pedium or
shuffling papers may be wansmitted through the system to dw panel Jadges,
ihereby maKing it difficuit for them to bear ar
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The court of appeals is pleased, through the cooperative efforts of the dlstrlct courts in the
circuit, to be able to offer this technology and hopes that you will find it provides an
effective and efficient way for you to represent the interests of your clients and, at the
same time, reduce the burdensome costs of litigation.

During your argumeat. vou may detect a fractional second delay between the time words
are spoken and the time they are heard at the remote conference site. This could canss
you to continue s*peakmg llw.-mby missing the first word or two of a question posed by a
panel ]udgc The court is explaring enbanced technology which will elimi

transmission delay. In the ume, the problem can be minimized by some sun.ple
protocols. Judges will preface their quesuons by awarmng remark, such as "counsel,




Adopt a Circuit Rule or General Order allowing for the filing of a
motion to appear by VTC and establishing standards and
conditions for such a motion.

Adopt an internal practice to delay the call for paper copies of
briets and excerpts until/unless requested by the Court in
specific cases at some later point in the process (inventory or
calendaring)

Modify existing circuit rules to permit double sided paper copies
for briefs and/or excerpts

Adopt an internal practice to encourage more focus letters (to
enable attorneys to be more efficient in their preﬁaration for
argument, andy to make the oral argument more helpful for the
panel) and, likewise, earlier submission orders (to avoid
unnecessary costs of advocacy prep and non-refundable travel
expenses)



How about a Circuit Rule or General Order fostering uniformity in decision
making on VIC requests and largely settling expectations as to when VTC oral
arﬁument would be permitted? To begin your discussions, we offer the
following language for your consideration:

A request to present oral argument by video teleconference shall be
made by motion filed after the receipt of notice of assignment of an
appeal to a particular argument calendar, and may be granted upon a
showing of good cause, subject to testing and approval by Court staff
of the teleconferencing equipment to be used by the attorney. Such
motions shall be accompanied by a declaration setting forth the
specific reason(s) giving rise to good cause. A motion for oral
argument by video teleconference shall be made as soon as possible
after the case is calendared and the movant becomes aware of the need
to substitute live attendance at oral argument with an appearance
through video teleconference. Motions made later than 14 days before
the scheduled hearing are discouraged and may be granted only if the
movant sufficiently demonstrates exigent circumstances.





