
The failures of the Gram m -Rudm an- 
Hollings Act and the 1990 budget agreement 
have made the arguments for an amendment 
stronger. The inability of Congress to take a 
gentle hint has made more forcible measures 
necessary.

With the debt at $4 trillion and $400 billion 
to be added on this year, the country's condi
tion has deteriorated remarkably in just the 
last two years. We will eventually be forced 
to take action; each year we wait makes it 
more difficult.

The country can continue with the short
term cover-ups that will, in the end, only 
exacerbate the problem. Or we can imple
ment a long-term  solution, such as the 
amendment, which will allow the United 
States to remain a viable economic entity in 
the coming years.

But a large number of Democrats are com
ing out in favor of the amendment, including 
such figures as Rep. Jake Pickle. The uproar 
over the national debt may be the reason for 
the odd amalgamation of Republicans and 
Democrats who are supporting the measure. 
The future threat of having to struggle under 
the burden of the debt we are accruing 
frightens people. There is an increasing 
demand that Congress take steps to get us 
out of this seemingly inextricable mess.

Congress's quandary now stems from the 
fact that reducing spending may result in 
cuts that hurt its constituencies, and it recog
nizes that may not bode well for incumbents 
at election time. But with 60 percent of per
sonal income taxes being pumped straight to 
interest payments on the debt, their position 
is precarious either way the vote goes.

When such an amendment was proposed 
two years ago, it failed because the 
Democratic leadership used its clout and 
caused the proposal to fall short by seven 
votes — even co-sponsors eventually came 
out against it under pressure from majority 
leaders. This time little appears to have 
changed: Robert Byrd, D-W.Va., chairman of 
the Senate Appropriations Committee, is tak
ing time to meet with each Democratic sena
tor to express how the leadership feels about 
such a measure.

The main sponsor of the amendment in the 
Senate, Sen. Paul Simon, D-Ill., commented 
on the sway that men such as Byrd can have. 
Simon believed that if they had the vote two 
weeks ago, the amendment would have 
passed; now he's not so sure. Input from 
party leaders changes minds.
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Embryo decisions 
belong to women
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Intervention Balkanizes Eastern Europe
done? The answer is as simple as it is unfortu
nate: nothing. The United Nations has attempt
ed to coerce the Serbs into behaving with an 
embargo, and both the European Economic 
Community and the United Nations have sent 
troops into what was once Yugoslavia to keep 
the peace between former neighbors. But this 
only delays the inevitable.

The Balkans will be Balkanized once again, 
this time into smaller units based on strict eth
nic lines. This is inevitable. Delay will only 
worsen the final break when it comes. These 
new nations will war among themselves for a 
few years, go bankrupt and settle down.

Innocents will die, probably in droves, but 
our intervention in 1918 did more harm than 
good. It is the worst sort of arrogance that pos
sesses nations to think they can somehow find a 
"solution" to an age old problem far from their 
homes. And then, to compound arrogance with 
stupidity, they impose their solutions on the 
inhabitants of the area. The only possible gain is 
another area for the superpowers to struggle 
over. It is foolish to act with force during an era 
that has such good prospects for forging a last
ing peace.

Hopefully, the lessons of 1918 are lessons 
well-learned. Let the Balkans be. No good can 
come from it, if we do not.

T he Random House D ictionary  defines 
Balkanization as "the breakup of a single 
entity into smaller parts, due to mutual 

hostility." While the phenomenon is as old as 
time, the word used to describe it did not gain 
currency until after World War I. The aftermath 
of the Great War saw the breakup of the old 
Turkish and Hapsburg empires. Where before 
there had been few states, now there are many.

But the boundaries of these new states, prod
ucts of the Treaty of Versailles, paid little atten
tion to the ethnic realities of the region. Instead 
of creating contiguous states in which one 
nationality predominated, Western diplomats 
performed an ad hoc conglomeration of races 
and cultures. While it would be difficult to 
please every group in Eastern Europe, this 
arrangement appears destined to cause the con
flicts that we are forced to deal with today.

The textbook example of this is the fate of 
Serbia. Independent until 1918, it was combined 
with old Austrian lands into the new state of 
Yugoslavia.. Yugoslavia contains four major 
nationalities and a host of minor ones, none of 
which can boast of having even 30 percent of 
the population as a whole. The Serbs went from 
being masters of their own house to a voice in a 
chorus. The same happened to a greater or less
er extent in all the nations of the Balkans and 
Eastern Europe. The German m inority in 
Poland provided Hitler with a pretext to begin
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Duban's departure nothing special
I've resisted writing this since the beginning of the 
Gribben incident, but Tuesday's editorial ("Intolerance 
in English Department claims Duban," The Daily Texan) 
on James Duban's departure deserves a reply.

First, let me say that, unlike a lot of people in the 
department, I am on good terms with Jim and have 
been for many years.

I was not a strong supporter of the multicultural 
E306 proposal, but I did (and do) believe that the 
Department of English should have the right to adjust 
its curriculum without having Bill Buckley and the 
Heritage Foundation control the proceedings from 
Washington. Which brings me to my point. There is 
only one basic difference between the departures of 
Gribben and Duban and the departures of other facul
ty members from the Department of English over the 
last two years: the media coverage.

Only Gribben and Duban chose to publicize their 
change of em ploym ent with banner headlines. 
Gribben, of course, was an insatiable publicity hound, 
marketing himself like a jilted Hollywood starlet. 
Duban, 1 like to think, was more a victim of circum
stance, specifically, the local media hunger for exam
ples of "politcal correctness."

But the point is that over the last two years we have 
lost far more distinguished faculty than either Gribben 
or Duban without a whimper from the press. Ramon 
Saldivar, perhaps the foremost critic of Chicano litera
ture in the country, went to Stanford. Given the fact 
that he was quite unhappy that the E306 revision
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The Dally Texan tryouts 
This is the last week of tryouts.
We’ll post hirings soon. So if you 
want a shot at sports, news, enter
tainment, editorial, photo or copy 
desk positions— act now. Come by 
our offices at 25th Street and Whitis 
Avenue or call 471-4591 and ask for 
Geoff, Scott or Rosanne.
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The Daily Texan editorial board will meet with stu
dents, faculty, administrators and members of the pub
lic by appointment to discuss matters of public interest, 
political endorsements and Texan policies. To sched
ule a meeting, call The Texan offices at 471-4591

Budget amendment necessary for our fiscal health


