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Stop heckling politicians
Som eth in g funnv is going on. In the midst 

of a heated re-election cam paign, the can
didates for the opposition partv seem to 

face virulent, organized heckling wherever 
they go, m uch to their consternation. Is this 
the new est variety of cam paign dirty pool from 
the San d in istas? No, this latest episode of intel
ligent, issue-oriented politics is unfolding in 
the U nited  States.

Heckl ing is one of several unfortunate politi
cal legacies left over from the Vietnam War era.
1 hen, it v\as Richard Nixon and nationally 

| prom inent conservatives who seemed to face a 
5 torrent of jeers w herever they went. Now, 

three of the four m ajor-party ticket members 
have run into it in the last two weeks. The 
hecklers are usually college students, and they 
are alw ays young.

I he trouble apparently started when Walter 
M óndale, delivering a speech in Mississippi, 
was interrupted by hecklers who were less 
than pleased with his stand on abortion, school 
prayer and gay rights The Móndale campaign  
m oved on to the University of Southern Cali
fornia. and som e young Californians, ever- 
read \ to pounce on a new trend, assaulted 
M óndale with chants of "R eagan, Reagan" and 
"four more y e a rs ."

1 ast week at I T Arlington, Geraldine Fer
raro faced the sam e problem. While her at
tempts to deal with the situation in a hum or
ous m anner com pared favorably to M ondale's 
visible frustration, it seem ed that heckling was 
a phenom enon that was likely to be around for 
awhile.

As it to prove that Republicans don't have a 
m onopoly on pre-pubescent behavior, a group  
of nuclear freeze advocates greeted George 
Bush, cam paigning in Verm ont, with "N o  
m ore years and "six more w eek s." Bush, ap
parently trying to re-establish his credentials as 
a model Am erican, expressed his gratitude that 
the protesters were exercising their right to free 
speech while disagreeing with the ruling partv.

All this might be comical if these people 
w eren't running for two of the m ost powerful 
positions on the planet. As it is, the incidents 
are an em barrassm ent to America and the two

parties, and they ought to be treated as such.
W hat m akes it w orse is the m anner in which 

the tale has unfolded. The protests at USC 
w ere apparently organized with the conniv
ance of local Reagan-Bush officials, who assist
ed in the m anufacture of signs and deploym ent 
of "sp e a k e rs ."  The protests in Verm ont were 
so obviously a response to earlier heckling of 
M óndale and Ferraro that they seem blatantly 
transparent.

President Reagan himself has not yet been 
the target of m uch abuse, and this is primarily 
because of steps taken to insure orderly and 
receptive crow ds w herever he makes an ap
pearance. If he is scheduled to speak, a ticket is 
required for adm ittance. The Secret Service of
ten confiscates any signs m ounted on poles, 
claiming that they pose a security risk. It is a 
testim ony to the efficiency of the Reagan cam 
paign bureaucracy that all his crow ds have 
been adoring, attentive and enthusiastic.

Som e m ight call the heckling an exercise in 
popular sovereignty and free speech. But clear
er thinkers will undoubtedly call it childish and 
pathetic. It is hypocritical to claim to represent 
w hat is best for America betw een efforts to 
shout dow n som eone else claiming to do the 
sam e. W atching baby-boom ers vent their 
youthful exuberance in this m anner was ugly 
15 years ago, and watching people our age do 
it today is equally ugly.

There are allegations that those primarily re
sponsible for m uch of this are the sam e ones 
responsible for N ixon's "dirty tricks" cam paign  
in 1972. W hile this seem s unlikely, if it turned  
out to be true it would be another black eye for 
inform ed politics, Am erican-style. If Reagan  
and M óndale w ere to call for an end to it, we 
would probably see just that.

It has been postulated that enough virulent 
heckling m ight generate sym pathy (and there
fore votes) for those disgraced, thus frustrating 
the intent of the hecklers, w hoever they might 
support. W ere that to happen, it would certain
ly be poetic justice. In the m eantim e, the best 
advice for those doing the heckling would be to 
drop us a line w hen you reach puberty.

—  Evan Osborne

Cheating hurts everyone
During the 1983-84 academic 

year Student Judicial Ser
vices, a part of the Dean of 
Students Office, received reports of 

260 cases of scholastic dishonesty. 
With the desire to raise student 
aw areness and discourage participa
tion in scholastic dishonesty, the 
Student Judicial Services staff 
would like to introduce vou to our 
office bv describing its function, the 
various types of scholastic dishon
esty handled and the range of 
penalties which can be imposed.

The Student Judicial Services staff 
investigates all allegations of scho
lastic dishonesty that are referred bv 
faculty, staff or students. Students 
may choose to accept either faculty 
or administrative disposition or to 
have the case presented at a hear
ing. If a student elects to have a 
hearing, the Student Judicial Ser
vices staff will present the case at 
the hearing presided over bv a hear
ing officer. Students are accorded 
rights of due process, including the 
right to be represented and the right 
to cross examine w itnesses or to 
present witnesses.

W hat constitutes scholastic dis
honesty?
1. Cheating includes copying from 
another student's test; possessing 
or using materials during a test that 
are not authorized; using, buving, 
stealing, transporting or soliciting a
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test or test kev; collaborating with 
another student during a test; or 
permitting someone to take a test 
for you.
2. Plagiarism includes the unack
nowledged use of someone else's 
work in your academic assign
ments.
3. Collusion m eans collaborating 
with another person in preparing 
academic assignments without au
thorization.
4. Falsifying academic records in
cludes altering grades, applications 
for admission, grade reports, test 
papers, registration materials and 
reporting forms used bv the R e g i s 
trar's Office.

What penalties can be imposed? 
A student found guilty of scholastic 
dishonesty, in addition to receiving 
a possible grade penalty, mav also 
receive one or more disciplinary 
penalties. The penalties are listed in 
Section 11-501 of the Institutional 
Rules and include:
1. Warning probation or discipli

nary probation,
2. Withholding of an official tran
script or degree,
3. A bar against readmission or drop 
from current enrollment and bar 
against readmission,
4. Restitution,
5. Suspension or expulsion.

If a student is suspended or ex
pelled from the University, he or 
she is barred from transferring cred
its from another institution during 
the term of the penalty.

The results from a survey con
ducted bv the Students' Association 
during the 1983-84 academic year 
has prompted the Students' Associ
ation to undertake a project to in
form students about scholastic dis
honesty. Within a few weeks faculty 
and students will be receiving bro
chures defining scholastic dishones
ty, describing procedures and out
lining possible penalties. The 
brochure for faculty also includes 
suggestions on wavs to discourage 
scholastic dishonesty.
Many students are beginning to 
challenge classmates who engage in 
scholastic dishonesty, especially in 
classes where grades are based on a 
curve. Dishonesty is everyone's 
concern because it affects everyone.

Tucker is assistant dean o f  stu
dents.

Star Wars’ defense plans help keep peace
I^  he m eeting between Presi

dent Reagan and Soviet For
eign M inister Andrei Gro- 

mvko w ill take place, and despite its 
billing as a "thaw ing out" session, 
discussions will be structured 
around a carefullv mapped agenda 
— an agenda headed bv space 

weaponry.
Eighteen months ago President 

Reagan confronted the American 
people with a dramatic vision ot a 
space-based defense system capable 
ot destroying intercontinental ballis- 
tic missiles (ICBMs) in m id-trajecto
ry. I his address, soon labeled the 

'Star W ars' Speech has elicited 
more positive White House mail 
than am  other Reagan speech. Yet 
many were and ^till are — 
alarmed In what they consider a 
very suspect, even whimsical ap
proach to a serious, multifaceted is
sue.

Brad E. 
Upshaw

The obvious and most general is
sue involved is the militarization of 
space, and the general question, can 
we stop it? After the Soviet-aborted 
effort to set up negotiations to deal 
primarily with this issue, the 
Reagan-Gromyko meeting would 
appear to hold out little hope for 
anv conclusive agreement. But if 
such an agreement were to be, it 
might be too late. Space defense or 
no, that feared possibility is reality 
because ot the military satellites that 
are v ital to our security and theirs.

The United States, is in fact more 
dependent on space communica
tions than the Soviet Union. More 
than 70 percent of U .S. overseas 
m ilitan' com m unications are routed 
via space relays and are vulnerable. 
The U .S .S .R .'s  arsenal already in
c lu d e s  a n t i - s a t e l l i t e  (A S A T ) 
weaponry. The United States start
ed late but should have a more ca
pable weapon by the end of the 
year.

ASAT technology is the most di
rect affront to peaceful coexistence 
in space, certainly more direct than 
a system designed to knock out an 
aggressor's missiles. But expect 
Gromyko to somehow equate the 
two in an effort to preempt develop
ment and deployment of an Ameri
can anti-ballistic missile (ABM) sys
tem and, if possible, the ASAT 
weapon. President Reagan will re
sist that notion. Does the "Star

W ars" system merit that resistance? 
Many, doubting the feasibility or 
potential effectiveness of a space- 
based ABM system, are asking 
questions.

There is no perfect svstem, not 
yet. To be perfected an idea must 
first be conceived. When John F. 
Kennedy conceived that America 
could place a man on the m oon's 
surface, the technology simply did 
not exist. Within a decade Ameri
cans took what had been little more 
than a dream and transformed it 
into reality. At its conception, the 
road to "Star W ars" was much 
shorter.

In 1978 we were shooting down 
anti-tank missiles with a hilltop 
laser; in 1984 a 15-foot steel umbrel
la unfolded from a "H om ing O ver
lay Experiment Vehicle" and collid
ed with a missile mimicking an 
incoming Soviet warhead. Ameri

can technology could deploy a sys
tem within a few short years, so 
that a "perfect" system is certainly 
somewhere around the corner.

In the meantime, the utility of a 
less-than-perfect system should not 
be discounted. A multi-laver de
fense built with current technolo
gies might achieve a leakage rate of 
around 6 to 8 percent. No nuclear 
strike could succeed. Primary tar
gets would remain intact, millions 
of lives would be saved.

Another question deserves only 
lip service: what about cost? O ppo
nents sav an ABM system would 
cost "too m uch." Exactly how much 
is that for saving millions of lives? 
They point to billions of dollars bet
ter spent on education and social 
welfare programs, but most Ameri
cans would rather be ignorant, un
dernourished and alive than schol
arly, well-fed and dead —  or dying

from radiation poisoning.

Finally, what of the probability of 
a nuclear war? Would our develop
ment and ultimate deployment of 
an ABM defense shield destabilize 
an already shaky situation? No 
doubt the Soviet Union is develop
ing a system of its own —  they're 
probably a step or two ahead of us. 
In any case, through individual ef
forts or shared technology (advocat
ed by President Reagan), both pow
ers can and should have systems 
deployed within a decade. When 
strategic weapons are obsolete — 
when the benefits of developing 
and manufacturing them are can
celed — the superpowers can do 
more than "freeze" or reduce levels 
of armaments. They can eliminate 
nuclear arsenals altogether.

Upshaw is a Texan columnist.

Firing Line
Correction: As a result of an edit

ing error, a 1 iring Line letter ap
pearing in Friday's Texan reported 
the Student Senate allocated $5,500 
to help fund a pilot program in 
peer advising. Actually, senators 
appropriated $500 for that purpose.

Tolerance shunned
Daih Texan Associate Editor Da

vid Elliot in a Sept 17 editorial ap
plauds Gov. Mario Cuom o's theory 
that the ideal balance betw een relig
ion and politics occurs when elected 
officials subordinate their religious
ly inform ed opinions to the social 
consensus. Notwithstanding that 
the observance of such a theory 
would have frustrated the abolition 
m ovem ent, the civil rights move
ment and the peace movement Elli
ot argues that Am erica’s lively ex
perim ent with religious freedom 
calls tor religious citizens to park 
their m ost fervently held beliefs be
yond the public square. He opines, 
apparently/ that social consensus, 
how ever evil, should be the bound
ary for religiously inform ed political 
action.

He praises Rep. Geraldine Ferraro 
who, during a June 27, 1979, House 
debate, said, "A s a Catholic, I ac
cept the premise that a fertilized 
ovum is a babv" but also refused to 
act on that belief. If Rep. Ferraro be
lieves that fetuses are human, she 
should be faulted for defending, in 
the name of tolerance, their massive 
destruction Tolerance is a virtue, 
but so is courage, and so is faith. 
Tolerance is a virtue gone mad

when politicians invoke it to justify
killing fellow humans, and pundits
praise them for the same.

L. Martin Nussbaum
Law student

Gay rights assailed
In the Sept. 19 editorial, Evan O s

borne took a stand for gay rights.
The article for gay rights talked
about how the homosexual did not
choose to be gay, but rather that it
was some kind of infection that the
gav had to deal with. I don't believe
that homosexuality is inherited or
forced upon anyone. It is choice.
I here are cases of reversing sexual
preference after becoming a homo
sexual. Notice I said "becom ing"; 
one is not a gay at birth. Also the 
issue of our first divorced president 
was cited to show our moral decay. 
As everyone knows, our moral 
standards have lessened each year, 
but why would we want to continue 
this pattern with special treatment 
of gays? It was stated that the Bible 
had "strict proscriptions against di
vorce and adultery." Obviously we 
have ignored that, but must we also 
ignore the Bible's statement about 
homosexuality? You say that gays 
are not to be treated as a minority, 
yet you bring up Civil War slavery 
issues. Homosexuality is a moral is
sue, not a political or civil one. Gays 
don't deserve any special treatment, 
but neither does anyone else. They 
have their right to vote, places to 
meet, social bars; even their meet
ings are legal. This was given to 
them because they are Americans;

Faculty wants justice
The biggest "problem in the De

partment of English" {Texan, Sept. 
20) isn't in the Department of Eng
lish at all but in the offices of the 
administration.

The administration and the bu
reaucracy of the English department 
pushed through the present re
quirements in English. By that ac
tion, the administrators and the bu
reaucrats from English indicated 
their belief that the writing courses 
are so important that they deserve 
to be required.

The administration has absolutely 
refused, however, to provide the 
normal academic rewards to the 
people who teach those required 
courses, mainly 52 lecturers, 75 as
sistant instructors and 19 teaching 
assistants — almost two-thirds of 
the English departm ent's total 
membership. Those people are un

protected by tenure. In general, 
they are overworked and under
paid. They would like normal recog
nition and acceptance, pay com
mensurate with the importance of 
their duties and some real voice in 
the conduct of their academic lives. 
Yet Dean King has said publicly 
(Dec. 3, 1982) that "no  large, public 
university is ever going to supply to 
an English department enough reg
ular positions to hire everyone it 
needs on a tenure track.” A sub
stantial proportion of the English 
departm ent's "regular" faculty has 
moved to deny the lecturers their 
vote; and Dean King's latest action 
is to announce that all authority in 
the department resides with "the 
chairman and the executive commit
tee ." Mere teachers are to be treated 
as lesser employees of a great corpo
ration, whose motto seems to be 
"M illions for MCC, but nothing 
much for literacy."

It was Abe Lincoln in 1858 who 
told the Illinois Republicans that 
"this government cannot endure 
permanently half slave and half 
free." Neither can the English de
partment endure one-third free and 
two-thirds peon. To create a new 
Department of Rhetoric would sim
ply be to pour the same dirty water 
from one boot to another. If the ad
ministration wants to end the tur
moil around the writing courses, 
the administration must reward the 
teachers of writing. If the adminis
tration won't reward the teachers of 
writing, it must either abolish the 
writing courses or put up with the

turmoil. As Dean King begins his 
"formal and comprehensive review 
of the (English) department's prob
lem s," he should look first among 
the decision-makers at his own and 
higher levels.

Jam es Sledd 
Pro fes si >r o f  English

so, it is a grievous fault. And gre- 
vously will they answer for it. But 
consider the alternative.

The noble Nyberg hath told you 
that Reagan is a statesm an. He has 
not talked to the Russians, but 
rather called them names like a frus
trated child. Yet Nyberg says he is a 
statesman. And Nyberg is a wise 
man.

It ou all did see him on the envi
ronment, where he did drag his 
feet, rather than clean the country 
of toxic wastes and acid rain. Was 
this leadership? Nyberg says he is a 
leader. And Nyberg is a wise schol
ar.

Did this Reagan seem to care for 
his people? When the poor have 
cried, Reagan hath slept. Yet Ny
berg savs Reagan has made us all 
better off. And he is a noble man.

Reagan has ignored the warnings 
of Eisenhower about the military-in
dustrial complex. Waste grows ram
pant. But Nyberg says that Reagan 
has kept his promises. And Nyberg 
is an honorable man.

The deficits that men make, live 
after them, the purchases are soon 
gone. Reagan has mortgaged our 
future to foreign banks, to buy the 
latest military trinket. Nyberg says 
that Reagan is fiscally responsible. 
And surely he is a wise man.

O judgment, thou art fled to brut
ish beasts, and men have lost theii 
reason. Just remember the last time 
they said "Four more years" ... and 
won.

David Macdonalc 
Graduate chemical engineering




