
I Ml  l ) A I L \  T K X . W
Page 4 Monday . September 23 1991 EDITORIALS

THE DAILY TEXAN
Editorial Board

Curt Besselman 
Associate Editor

Matthew Connally 
Editor

David Bezanson 
Associate Editor

Viewpoint ipmions expressec n The Daily Texan are 'nose o’ the wn:er o' the 
article They are not necessarily those of the University administration the Board 
of Regents or me Te*as Student Publications Board of O pera ting  Trustees Opin
ions expressed in staff or guest columns are fhose of the writer

Letters submitted to Firing Une should be fewer than 250 words and guest 
columns should be no more than 800 words Bnng submissions to The Texan 
basement offices at 25th Street ana Whitts Avenue or mail them to The Daily 
Texan p O Box D Austin Tx'^8713 Letters may be edited for !ength 'be. and 
Texan grammar punctuation style

VIEWPOINT

B ad  T heory
PC problems go beyond censorship

T he departure of UT English professor Alan Gribben (to Auburn, 
of all places) for his opposition to the proposed changes in Eng
lish 306 represents, in grandiose terms, the story of one martyr 

standing up to the onslaught of political correctness. Stanley Fish, pro
fessor of English at Duke, and other defenders of PC have spent the last 
few m onths on Ntghtlme and McNeil/Lehrer arguing that PC censorship, 
if it exists, is justified to accom m odate an increasingly ethnic society.
This cam p holds that opposition to the politicization of academia, multi- 
culturalism and the deconstruction of W estern culture amounts to typi
cal status-quo w hining.

At first, the PC debate was clearly delineated bv strident terms — a 
Newsweek cover storv last winter called PC academics "Thought Police." 
But the debate has made little progress, because professors defending 
this hvbrid form of censorship have refused to acknowledge any abuse 
of their authority. This self-serv ing denial shifts the focus away from the 
most important question: w hether censorship is sometimes justified for 
sensitivity's sake.

Now, in the face of undeniable evidence that wild-eved professors 
actively promote pet agendas in class, the American Association of Uni
versity Professors gives a sly rebuttal. The accused PC perpetrators con
veniently denv that the censorship poses serious problems and down
grade the importance of cases in which professors were shouted down 
in class or censured bv administrations for politically incorrect remarks.

They go one better by claiming that press coverage of the "non-exis
tent censorship” implicitly am ounts to the conspiratorial media doing 
conservatives' bidding. For disciplines (Marxism, feminism and some 
minority studies) whose very existence is justified only on the thesis that 
the "establishm ent" is oppressing them, media criticism is only to be 
expected from a corrupt system.

It's im portant not to be distracted by superficial questions like 
whether PC really exists or not. It does. The primary task should be to 
delve into the actual theories producing the furor, not simply the censor
ship they entail. Christina Som m ers of Clark University took this proper 
approach last Friday at the SAVE-sponsored lecture.

These theories' greatest danger to free speech is that they, as a matter 
of principle, define the world in terms of one group exploiting and 
victimizing the other. The bedrock principles for these disciplines are 
not learning for its own sake. Instead, their raison d'etre is the premise 
that the path to a just society would become clear to all if they could only 
convince the rest of the depraved world that their oppression/exploita
tion/imperialist theory is true. This is the reason that the defenders of PC 
prefer hiding behind innocuous terms like "o p enn ess" and "expanding 
ethnicity ," rather than vigorous debate on the soundness of their theo
ries.

—  Curt Besselman

Freshman survival tactics
1 would like to welcome each new freshman 

enrolled at The University of Texas at Austin. I 
noticed in the paper that our enrollment has 
once again increased overall ("U T enrollment 
increases overall," The Daily Texan, Tuesday).

However, please don't expect your em otion
al, financial and mental investment to com pen
sate for the $6 million budget cut approaching 
us.

Become involved now and get the hell out as 
quick as you can. The University can be the 
greatest experience of your life, or it can be the 
nightmare that will never end, leaving you bro
ken and begging people on the Drag for 75 
cents for a hamburger.

Proposed budget cuts for 1991-92 include re
duction in funding for faculty recruitment, re
duction in Summer School Teaching Budget 
and reduction of alm ost $2 million in the Teach
ing and Research Special funds. These will di
rectly affect you.

D on't let the University educate you; educate 
yourself. Be aware of how you can receive a 
degree still worth som ething and stay alive. Be
come active now. Join SA and various other 
organizations that still enstill power, or make 
them powerful. Know the om budsman, and 
have the students' attorney phone number on

hand. Watch 'em like dogs or they'll bite ya 
good.

Virginia Haysley 
Journalism

Animal deaths are not funny
Regarding the "Fam ily Tree" cartoon by 

Cameron Johnson (The Texan, Thursday). I al
ways thought "Fam ily Tree" was a progressive 
comic strip. Being gay, I appreciate the m es
sage that all humans deserve dignity and that 
in a civilized world, racism, sexism and hom o
phobia are unacceptable.

Unfortunately, Johnson shows that anthro- 
pocentricism is still acceptable among even the 
most "progressive" people. Thursday's strip 
tries to show' the death of a squirrel by an auto
mobile as a "fu n n y " event. There is nothing 
cute about the millions of animals killed by au
tomobiles every year. Such a horrible death is 
about as amusing as racial violance, gay-bash
ing or rape.

Cameron Johnson, expand your m essage of 
dignity to include all beings, not just gays, m i
norities and women. Non-human beings also 
have the right to be free from senseless suffer
ing and death. If dignity and respect is not for 
everyone, then it can be for no one.

Jim Bordelon 
Alumnus

Government overspends on AIDS
Blake M osher's editorial "U .S . governm ent 

overspends on A ID S" (The Texan, Tuesday), is 
a factually comprehensive and clearly present
ed appeal for reasonable choices related in 
health care spending.

Facts alone should dictate extensive shifts in 
federal financing of health care programs. 
There needs to be greater aw areness of the 
emotional influence promoted by those seeking 
funding for AIDS. You do not downplay the 
problem of AIDS, rather you appeal to use of 
reason to place it in perspective to other health 
care problems.

Your article deserves much wider availabili
ty. Please do submit it to a widely read new spa
per, e.g. Nezo York Times, Washington Post, etc.

Mabel A. Wandel t
Professor emeritus, School o f Nursing

Congratulations cartoonists
I would like to extend my congratulations to 

Tom King, Marc Trujillo, Korey Colem an, Walt 
Holcombe, Van Garrett, Greg W einer and 
Jeanette M oreno on having their cartoons pub
lished in National Lampoon magazine.

Michael Zey 
Radio-television-film

: Real agenda or reactionary hype
Right's new red scare idiotic New academia stifles beliefs
R ecently I came up with a 

foolproof strategy for 
campus activists.

Firsfi we commit "literary ter
rorism " by burning every academ 
ic article that fails to use the word 
"d iscou rse" in the first paragraph. 
Then, replace the Jefferson Davis 
statue with a recently torn down 
Russian statue of Lenin. Then we 
chop off the heads of Bill C un
ningham and Jim Bob Moffett and 
place them  on pikes at Barton 
Springs. After that, we replace 
Cunningham  with a working-class 
Chicana lesbian in a wheelchair. It 
will be the ultimate in political cor
rectness.

That's a joke, son.
With all the media hype about 

"political correctness," im portant 
issues are either neglected or re
ported from a rightist point of 
view. It's nonsense. A recent sur
vey by the American Council on 
Education found that charges of a 
PC onslaught on our once pristine 
universities "appear to be over
b low n."

Furthermore, this survey of col
lege administrators reported that 
racial and sexual intolerance still 
remain larger problems on Am eri
can cam puses than alleged "politi
cal correctness."

What went on behind all the 
smoke, if there was no fire? For 
one thing, the right managed to 
dominate discussion on the issue 
and set the terms of debate.

For another, the PC hype re
flects the predominant position of 
the far right's opportunistic liars 
and reactionary thugs on public 
discussion of academia. PC label
ing is nothing more than a way to 
limit debate by discrediting alter
natives in the public mind.

From a flood of mainstream 
news sources earlier this year, 
people learned that Western civili
zation teetered on the brink of col
lapse until right-wing W under- 
kind Dinesh D'Souza sounded an 
alarm, and the conservative Na
tional Association of Scholars got 
its press releases published as 
hard new s.  ^

These articles confused Marx
ism and deconstructionism, mis
represented both, then accused 
everyone on the left of believing 
these doctrines, as Newsweek did. 
The New Republic referred to "m ul- 
ticulturalism 's hardliners" with
out anything so mentally rigorous

George Klos
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as naming names or defining 
terms. They harkened back to a 
mythical past when the academy 
sought truth for its own sake and 
never sullied itself with politics.

Further down the journalistic 
food chain, the Austin American- 
Statesman is apparently no longer 
able to write about UT controver
sies without carelessly tossing in 
the "P C " pejorative. Recent Texan 
news stories have also done this, 
thus making a term that is rightist 
propaganda appear as objective 
and neutral reporting. Every con
servative editorial colum nist at The 
Texan for the last two sem esters 
has used the PC term as a crutch 
to avoid thinking.

Time for a reality check. The fact 
is, no one around here says 
"W estern civilization" should be 
entirely scrapped. Many of us do 
believe, though, that room must 
be made to include knowledge, 
values and historical experiences 
of peoples previously deemed 
(and in some circles still deemed) 
unworthy of inclusion, except on 
the periphery, like Indian extras in 
a John W ayne movie or the slaves 
in the background in Gone With the 
Wind. The right resists such inclu
sion in the curriculum.

The construction of this fictional 
"political correctness movement” 
is based not on reality but on the 
need to create a political bogey
man to help the New Right's Kul- 
turkampf against critical thought.

Lacking an international Red 
M enace, they conjured this latest 
Red Scare and called it PC. If there 
is a "N ew  M cCarthyism ," it's 
being propagated by the same 
folks who brought us the old 
McCarthyism.

Reactionary criticism of univer
sities as Stalinist bastions is noth
ing new, but for a long time, only 
people to the right of the John 
Birch Society believed this silli
ness. Universities crank out busi
nessmen and lawyers at a rapid 
pace, and foundations literally 
throw money at "conservative" 
campus newspapers staffed by 
students with fair-to-middling 
composition skills and (more im
portant) proper adherence to 
rightist orthodoxy.

Only recently, however, has the 
right put together a confrontation
al strategy for attacking the cam 
pus left, and the PC media blitz is 
part of it. Progressive ideas that 
challenge inequalities of race, 
gender and class are being dis
credited as unworthy of consider
ation by stigmatizing them as "p o 
litically correct."

Check out, for example, the 
com m ents of T. Kenneth Cribb Jr., 
president of the Intercollegiate 
Studies Institute, which funds 
propaganda for the student right. 
In the spring 1990 edition of Inter
collegiate Review, Cribb outlined a 
counteroffensive against the cam 
pus left.

After a rather loony conspiracy 
theory which has "th e  hard left 
devoting money and cadre" to 
strengthen its iron grip on univer
sities, he lays out his own (and 
ISI's) plan, in which the resources 
of conservatism in other spheres 
of civil society can be used to at
tack universities, " th e  one re
doubt" of leftists. At the end of 
his article, Cribb shrieks, "Let the 
revolution com e!"

D'Souza makes similar claims, 
explaining to Forbes readers that 
cam pus conservatism "is out
gunned and sorely needs outside 
reinforcem ents." Of course, those 
of us more attuned to reality know 
that the campus right is already 
better funded and has more out
side resources than progressives.

Enough of this stale and moron
ic PC nonsense. Those who cry PC 
need to be exposed as the unimag
inative parrots they are. The 
handful of liberal overreactions re
peatedly used by the right as "e v i
dence" are nothing compared to 
more common racial troubles at 
universities. Higher education 
fails when it does not examine the 
historical and cultural roots of so
cial problems.

The purpose of the right's PC 
rhetoric is to limit discussion of so
cial problems. It is a way to ridi
cule certain ideas and solutions so 
that they will not be taken serious
ly by the public. We must discred
it the lightweight rhetoric of the 
right's PC drivel. People who 
throw the term around aren't very 
bright.

Klos is a graduate student in histo-
ry-

A mong the courses avail
able to students at the 
University of California 

at Berkeley last year was a course 
titled "G ender and Science,” a 
treatment of science from the 
presupposed standpoint of radical 
feminism. According to the cata
log, the course asked questions 
like "In  what ways has the exclu
sion of traditionally female inter
ests affected the development of 
the natural sciences?”

Such a course might be expect
ed at a university with Berkeley's 
activist tradition. But Berkeley is 
only one of many colleges nation
wide that have seen the creation 
of new courses and departm ents 
in so-called alternative study areas 
such as w om en's studies, peace 
and conflict studies, and so on.

With the changes in curricula 
have come new modes of teaching 
—  based on feminism, Marxism 
and other trendy paradigms —  
and exclusionary policies for those 
who do not approve. A buzzword 
has been coined to describe these 
trends: political correctness.

While the term may be a pejora
tive, the phenomenon it refers to 
is real. Ideology in academia is 
nothing new. What is new is the 
proliferation of courses about cer
tain topics — topics that can only 
be taught in a certain way without 
fear of censure from "politically 
correct” arbiters.

Courses like "W om en 's Studies 
110 —  Contemporary Feminist 
Theory" are at best, mildly inter
esting. At worst, they are a pulpit 
for preaching activism. Rather 
than objectively examining cause 
and effects of historical events, 
these curricula presume the cor
rectness of an activist ideology —  
feminism, for example —  and base 
study on that ideology's beliefs.

The political correction of aca
demia has gone beyond the inven
tion of new courses. Pressured by 
student activists and junior facul
ty, universities have also rede
signed existing required courses.

In the most famous case of cur
riculum tampering, Stanford Uni
versity replaced its required W est
ern civilization course with works 
by contem porary Third World 
writers. This is not to say that stu
dents were introduced to great 
(but accepted) works like the Bha- 
gavad-Gita or writings of Confu-

Asim Bhansali
TEXAN COLUMNIST
David Bezanson
ASSOCIATE EDITOR
cius. Students were required to 
read texts by people who had 
been "v ictim ized ," such as Cen
tral American peasant women.

Such courses plafce a premium 
on victimization; anything written 
by a member of an oppressed class 
has inherent value. This includes 
all non-Europeans and women. 
(In fact, 92 percent of the world's 
population is eligible for "victim 
ized" status.)

Idi Amin, Saddam Hussein and 
Abu Nidal could all call them
selves victims, but (male) Ameri
can hostages are not entitled to 
special recognition. The politically 
correct bottom line is that value is 
no longer placed on achievement, 
but on the congenital state of op
pression.

Even texts used in the courses 
cannot be taken at face value. 
Rather than the testimony of C en
tral American peasant women, the 
Stanford students read a transla
tion written by a prominent 
French feminist who met the 
"p easan t" woman at a Paris con
ference. The authenticity of a 
peasaht woman who repeatedly 
uses phrases such as "bourgeois 
youth” must be questioned, but it 
seem s unlikely that students are 
encouraged to do this.

The tyranny of conform ist 
thinking is evidenced by condem 
nations received by professors 
who make sometimes benign 
statem ents which are construed as 
offensive. Professors have been 
ostracized for their teachings at 
Harvard, Pennsylvania, W ashing
ton, Berkeley, Amherst and oth
ers.

A celebrated case is that of 
Stephan Thernstrom , a Winthrop 
professor of history at Harvard. 
During his class, Thernstrom read 
from the journals of slaveholders, 
discussed Jim Crow laws and pre
sented basic arguments for and 
against affirmative action based 
on textbook materials. Thernstrom  
was charged with racial insensitiv
ity in the cam pus newspaper and 
accused of condoning Jim Crow 
laws. Ironically, Thernstrom  had

been characterized as "o n e of the 
stars of the liberal firm am ent,” 
and was no racist.

As the controversy went nation
wide, the Harvard administration 
(like other administrations in simi
lar cases) waffled instead of sup
porting the slandered professor. 
Thernstrom felt betrayed, saying 
"th e  silence of the administration 
seemed to give the benefit of the 
doubt to the students w ho at
tacked me ... I expected the uni
versity to com e to my d efense ."

Thernstrom 's expectations were 
wishful thinking. More often than 
not, university adm inistrations 
have condoned and even advocat
ed intolerant behavior from the far 
left. The justification for this intol
erance is generally the need to 
"foster diversity and understand
ing.” But intolerance (from either 
side of the political spectrum ) 
fosters Balkanization and even vi
olent incidents.

The most blatant manifestation 
of politically correct intolerance 
has been the imposition of speech 
restrictions on cam puses nation
wide. These restrictions forbid the 
use of offensive language based 
on race, sex or national origin. 
These restrictions are vaguely de
fined, leaving much to the inter
pretation of conduct officers. 
(Here at the University the speech 
code is very broad, encom passing 
all action that "takes place on or 
off cam pus.” ) The codes have 
been abused.

Though they may be intended 
to curb offensive speech, speech 
codes are in themselves offensive 
to many. The codes suggest that 
minorities lack the self-esteem  
necessary to dism iss offensive re
marks. The codes do not remove 
hateful feelings, they only sup
press debate.

In the '60s, student activists 
fought for the right to think and 
speak freely. The movem ent to
wards politically correct thought 
now curtails free speech. The term 
itself — "political correctness” —  
may be a media connivance, but it 
is also a useful label for those 
whose aim is the narrow politic
ization of academia. Labeling a 
problem is the first step toward 
combating it.

Bhansali is an accounting sopho
more. Bezanson is a liberal arts senior.


