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VIEWPOINT

Uh O h
Feel-good essays fill religious vacuum

t et me begin by stating that there's nothing inherently wrong with 
warm fuzzies, as long as they're taken for what they are.

Tuesday night, the Texas Union Distinguished Speakers Com
mittee admirably performed its duties by sponsonng a lecture by Robert 
Fulghum, author of a new book, Uh-Oh, and the bestseller All I Really 
Need to Know I Learned in Kindergarten. "People sometimes misunder
stand the kindergarten thing as . ..  an optimistic guru type thing." He 
means to use playground sayings as basic truths for all ages.

The Unitarian minister (he has had other diverse vocations) remained 
true to his touchy-feely reputation as an author. By all accounts, he 
treated the packed Bass C oncert Hall to a great lecture.

Fulghum's occupation doesn't mean that he actively proselytized 
Tuesday night, though. W hat did happen was a textbook example of a 
more subtle strain of religion-ese, a postmodern form of evangelism.
This type of thinking, so to speak, declares defeat in the ability of human 
reason to rationally decide am ongst different religion's truth claims.

It is much easier to give up on the messy business of searching for the 
truth and get cuddly feelings from "gentle, humanistic, and all-inclu- 
sive" essays (preceding adjectives are courtesy of the San Diego Tribune's 
review of Fulghum's second book). Religion — the most serious subject 
of all — shouldn't be glossed over no matter where his or Shirley Mac- 
Laine's New Age books are on the bestseller list.

Given that wars and rumors of wars are often fueled by some form of 
religious fundamentalism, Fulghum 's style of giving almost-but-not- 
quite-religious advice on universal topics understandably has wide
spread appeal. A Palm Beach Post review of his second book says, "F u l
ghum doesn't urge us to sell our earthly goods, embrace lepers, convert 
heathens or risk our lives." Such advice would be far too religious, 
wouldn't be that great a feel-good motivator and would necessarily bore 
our socks off. "H e asks us to stop to admire the spider's web along the 
garden path or to appreciate how love (sometimes) conquers all."

Increasing racial strife dem ands that we realize that, in sappy yet true 
terms, love can conquer all and we all part of the human family. Like
wise, much can be said about Fulghum's critique of the divisive overem
phasis on lifeless doctrine to the neglect of an awe-filled, spider web- 
admiring faith.

But there is an ultra-thin line between celebrating mankind's commo
nalities and the absurd thesis that these common threads prove that the 
different truth claims am ong religions somehow don't matter. Kinder
garten rules of fair play apply in some spheres, but what pre-school 
instructor teaching beginning math (or with a more adult analogy, a 
religious problem) would throw up her hands and say, "It 's  all right if 
you all don't understand. Two plus two equals both four and five." As a 
storyteller he is hard to pin down, but Fulghum arguably steps across 
the line with the defeatist doctrine that since religion's differing claims 
offer only a headache, we should retreat from the enterprise and all just 
feel good about ourselves.

Martin Marty, a professor of American Christianity at the University 
of Chicago, says this about Fulghum 's style of American religion: "The 
faith of m any Americans is a vague, oblong blur" that gives them "no  
more than a warm tingle in the bathtub." In short, the $10,000 paid to 
Fulghum was to hear a good storyteller and some warm fuzzies.

As one more indication as to where this Distinguished Speaker is 
coming from: One person asked him his opinion on the more mature 
issues of taxation. The answ er? The playground socialist dictum of 
"share everything." It sounds like hot-tub religion has more social impli
cations than meets the eye.

—  Curt Besselman

Court discriminates against rape victims
Misogyny seem s as built into our legal 

system as it is into the rest of soci
ety. Legal and societal attitudes 
toward women continually undermine rape 

prosecutions.
Rape survivors who seek to prosecute are at a 

disadvantage before a case ever goes to trial. 
Police are reluctant to file rape charges and of
ten skeptical of survivors' credibility.

A study of Chicago's police departments, re
cently published in The Journal o f Criminal Law, 
found that 64 percent of rape reports were not 
prosecuted as they should have been. W hen 
women reported rapes directly to the police, 
charges were filed 71 percent of the time; when 
they told their spouses first, charges were filed 
97 percent of the time.

W hen a case goes to trial, women are similar
ly disadvantaged. A recent study of New 
York's courts, reported in The Village Voice, 
found that lawyers and judges are far more 
likely to believe a m an's testimony than a w om 
an's. A 1980 study by sociologist Martha Burt 
concluded that a majority of Americans (all po
tential jurors) believe that half of all reports of 
rape are false, motivated by a desire for re
venge.

The most recent information about rape 
makes the rift between judicial procedure and 
reality depressingly clear. The doctrine of 
"prom pt com plaint" assigns definitive im por
tance to the time it takes a rape survivor to 
report the crime. The longer she waits, the 
more suspect her testimony becomes.

Yet rape crisis centers nationwide estimate 
that 80 percent of all rapes go unreported (the 
FBI Uniform Crime Report puts the figure at 50 
percent), and the trauma surrounding rape ex-
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plains any hesitancy to report it promptly. Al
though studies investigating rape complaints 
continue to show that as little as 10 percent 
appear to be false, not until the past decade did 
some states begin to repeal laws requiring inde
pendent confirm ation of a survivor's testimony 
and proof of resistance to her attacker.

Rape shield laws, which moderate use of a 
survivor's sexual history in court, have not 
been enacted nationally. Even the fundamental 
legal doctrine, "innocent until proven guilty ," 
becomes dangerously misleading in the context 
of rape cases: defendants, overwhelmingly, are 
rapists.

While this doctrine need not be altered auto
matically in rape cases, a counterbalance to bias 
against survivors must be found. Expert wit
nesses explaining the most recent data on rape 
simply don't have enough impact on juries to 
reverse this bias. Juries are initially skeptical of 
witnesses; they often ignore expert testimony 
of crucial relevance to a verdict.

Jurors need to be educated by judges, who 
are generally immune to judicial skepticism. 
Rape statistics, psychological data on trauma 
and its effect on a survivor's testimony, even 
sociological explanations of rape mentalities 
(exhibited so enthusiastically by fraternities and 
sports teams) need to be discussed with jurors. 
Only then can jury deliberation begin to be free 
of preconception.

Defense attorneys, with judges' assent, ex
ploit the lack of credibility afforded rape survi

vors. They appeal implicitly to laws already 
stricken from the books by magnifying (or in
venting) hints of promiscuity in survivors' sex
ual histories, as in the William Kennedy Smith 
case. And they question the motives of rape 
survivors who look a certain way before a rape 
(survivors are often presented as suggestive 
dressers who invite assault) or hesitate to re
port it afterwards, as in the recent St. John's 
University case).

Juries are thus encouraged to discredit a sur
vivor's testimony in proportion to the am ount 
of time it took her to report the rape. Slight 
inconsistencies in a survivor's testim ony, 
though completely explained by rape trauma, 
assume exaggerated significance in jury deli
beration. In the St. John's case, the plaintiff al
ternated between saying she drank between 
two and three vodka and orange juices before 
the alleged rape. The jury foreman cited this 
inconsistency while explaining the acquittal, 
saying, " I f  you're going to accuse som eone of a 
serious crime, you'd better be able to back it up 
solidly."

Our legal system sends women a frightening 
message: speak up quickly, though you can 
never really be trusted. In court, neither a 
w om an's silence after a rape, nor the distinct 
quality of her testim ony, is respected. Consider 
the feeble (though improving) prosecution 
record in rape cases, and imagine the courage it 
must take for a survivor to expose herself to the 
additional trauma of a trial whose design 
shields the defendant. Every time a rapist is 
acquitted, women are driven deeper into a si
lence whose consequences are devastating.

Tietz is a Plan II junior.

Bush is right in delaying loan guarantee until peace talks
I srael has been flooded with 

Jewish immigrants from the 
Soviet Union and Ethiopia, 

and is quickly building housing in 
the disputed areas to facilitate 
them. To help alleviate the cost of 
absorbing the influx of im mi
grants, Israel is trying to persuade 
the United States to guarantee a 
$10 billion loan.

The peace talks planned for O c
tober will deal with, am ong other 
things, the disputed territories of 
Gaza and the West Bank that Isra
el has occupied since 1967. For the 
United States to give Israel the 
support would likely add tension 
to the already shaky talks or de- 
materialize them com pletely.

The Bush administration wants 
to delay the loan guarantee be
cause it would be interpreted as 
taking sides in the long, complex 
conflict between Israel and its 
Arab neighbors. If Congress is 
persuaded by Israel's supporters
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to agree to the loan, Bush threat
ens to use his veto power in order 
to delay addressing the issue until 
after the peace talks begin.

Bush's opposition to the loan 
was prompted by Israel's refusal 
to postpone the request until after 
the talks convened, as he had 
asked. Already this year, Israel 
was remunerated $650 million by 
the United States for the costs of 
the Persian Gulf war. In submit 
the loan guarantee until Septem 
ber.

It was generous of the United 
States to pay Israel for the costs of 
the war. Is it not going a little far 
to also have to bribe them?

Earlier this year, the United 
States gave the Israelis aid, on the 
grounds that they would not use it 
to build in the occupied territories. 
That money allowed them to free 
their resources and they built in 
the territories anyway. This mis
use of previous funds under
mined the Israelis' reliability with 
Bush.

Secretary of State James Baker 
hopes to delay the loans and, at 
the same time, alleviate tensions 
between the two countries. The 
basis of Baker's plan is to withhold 
talks for four months, then give 
Israel the aid on the condition that 
it freeze settlement in the territo
ries.

The two countries have reached 
a stalemate, because Israel will 
only withdraw the request if there 
are no limits on where the funds 
are used.

If the United States stands by 
this position, it will be the first

time (and none too soon) for the 
government to impose demands 
on Israel's development in the ter
ritories through econom ic means. 
We should not feel obligated —  as 
Israel implies — to encourage 
more settlem ent in the politically 
charged territories.

Israel's reasoning for receiving 
the loan guarantees is that if we 
do not, the Palestinians will de
clare a victory and raise their de
mands at the peace talks. While 
the politics involved in such 
events is sophisticated, it is being 
reduced to playground tactics — 
which undermines the credibility 
of their argument.

While Israel defends the politi
cal implications of withholding 
the loan, Jewish lobbyists insist 
the aid is a humanitarian issue 
and not political. If this is the case, 
then why does Israel persist in us
ing the aid to build in the disputed 
(and inherently political) territory?

Israel is using the immigrant situa
tion to strengthen its position as a 
Jewish state — not tor hum anitari
an reasons.

The Jewish lobby in W ashing
ton insists that the immigrant situ
ation needs immediate attention, 
and it can not be put off for anoth
er 120 days, as Bush w ants. But 
while they demand American 
support for the im migrant hous
ing, the Israelis have proven that 
it is a secondary priority in their 
own budget.

Budget talks w ere supposed to 
cut defense spending in order to 
direct more resources to immi
grant housing. Instead, other pro
grams took a 3 percent cut to al
low for an almos* $160 million 
defense increase.

It is a no-win situation for the 
United States; if we withhold the 
loans, the Israelis will be angered. 
If we agree to the aid, the Pales
tinians and Arab nations that sup
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FIRING LINE
Duban a victim of politics

Jim Duban's firing is a sorry comment 
on the true commitment to tolerance, plu
ralism, diversity of opinion and open- 
mindedness on the part of some of the 
most vocal advocates of "multicultural- 
ism ." Such actions speak louder than 
words.

Until this latest incident, I had some re
sidual doubts that the English Department 
was totally out of 6ync with basic academic 
civilities, such as freedom of expression 
and pluralism of viewpoints. Like others, I 
wondered whether many of these reports 
weren't somewhat exaggerated.

In that spirit, I read over a draft of the 
statement Jim made to the University 
Council on Monday. He asked me on Sat
urday to look it over; as a former chairman 
of the Faculty Senate, I was supposed to 
tell him whether it was in any way out of 
line. I simply could not understand his 
concern. It was perfectly straightforward 
and reasonable.

Obviously, some people would disa
gree, but such is the nature of academic 
debate. 1 jokingly told him that his argu
ment might be perceived as objectionable

because of its "logocentrism ." Well, that 
turned out to be true and it ceased being a 
joke.

It is, of course, pure b.s. for a depart
ment chairman to claim that the replace
ment of a major committee chair this far 
into the semester is "n orm al." We all 
know better.

Your editorial ("Pow er Play," The Daily 
Texan, W ednesday) is com pletely on tar
get. Many of us will ponder in the next 
few weeks whether, as committed as we 
are to a true pluralism of the teaching of 
cultures on this campus, we want to see 
protectionist mandates revive the old Eng
lish 306 ghosts.

Karl Gahnsky 
Floyd Cailloux Centennial 

Professor o f Classics

port them will be angered. The 
only viable option is to hold off 
discussion of the loans.

Israel must prove that the immi
grants are a priority for them  by 
continuing to build in the disput
ed territory and allocating more of 
their own funds (although they 
have funded the im migrants ex
tensively, hardly any of the mon
ey has actually reached those who 
need it).

The collapse of com m unism  has 
given the United States a new  atti
tude in foreign affairs. No longer 
do we need to side with the ene
mies of Soviet allies. Instead, the 
United States can assum e the role 
of a peaceful mediator. Israel 
should be more sym pathetic with 
our new stance —  and should not 
take it personally that it is no long
er America's baby in the Middle 
East.

Wood is an English junior.
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quality. Contrary to Tabb's suggestion, no 
person just "happens to have a 'Doctor' in 
front of his or her nam e." The conferring 
of doctoral degrees and the granting of 
regular faculty positions are recognitions 
of advanced study, expertise and serious 
reflection in a discipline.

It has been this student's experience 
that instructors with these qualifications 
generally offer more interesting, challeng
ing and intellectually valuable courses 
than those without.

Contact and dialogue with experts in 
various fields is what students seek when 
they come to college. At this University, 
all too often, they do not find it.

Tabb should view the Money ranking as 
a fair assessment of the University's 
strengths and weaknesses and should take 
the opportunity to offer constructive criti
cism.

If it wishes to best serve its students and 
"keep up with our com petition," the Uni
versity must ensure —  as the competition 
ensures —  that a larger proportion of its 
undergraduate courses are taught by in
structors holding Ph.D.s.

David Rodi 
Plan II




