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Time Is M o n ey
Regents don't do their homework

T he amount of time the UT System Board of Regents 
spends deciding the futures of the students for whom they 
make policy is unbelievable.

It's not that they take an unnecessarily long period of time in 
deciding our collective fate. It's certainly not that they put an 
astronomical amount of thought and work into deciding UT poli
cy. It’s that they don't even trouble themselves to read what it is 
they decide.

The agenda for the June 14 meeting of the board, under the 
finance section, m entions Chancellor's Docket No. 52 only by 
name. The agenda contains no details of the docket, which ex
plains new fees for the 1990-91 academic year, and includes fee 
increases for 188 classes and new advising and placement fees for 
all communication undergraduates. In fact, all it says in the agen
da is "U T System: Recommendation to approve Chancellor's 
Docket No. 5 2 ."

The business of raising student fees is a very serious one. 
W hether or not fees are increased or added, the decision certain
ly merits the close consideration of those responsible. Not so 
with the UT System Board of Regents. The regents did not even 
go so far as to make a pretense of being concerned about students 
at the University.

The chairman of the Finance and Facilities Committee, Regent 
W. A. Moncrief, read the agenda item, asked if there were any 
questions, and almost immediately declared that the docket was 
passed. There were no questions or comments, and there was no 
consideration of either the docket or the students.

Of course, the regents tried to lie the issue away in customary 
fashion. "Every bit of it has gone before student-involved com
m ittees," said Regent Jack Blanton, who could not comment on 
the new fees specifically. The UT vice president for business 
affairs, G. Charles Franklin, says that students do not participate 
in decisions about course fees, and that it is a "strictly adminis
trative process."

Moncrief could only muster, as a response to the regents' obvi
ous lack of thought (and therefore competence), that "whatever 
[the experts] come up with, you generally go along." The ex
perts, in this case, are UT President William Cunningham, who 
also happens to be an expert on developing Barton Creek, and 
UT System Chancellor Hans Mark, who has never understood 
education and is an expert only on building spaceships. The 
docket did list, incidentally, more than $12 million from the De
partment of the Navy/Space and Naval Warfare Systems Com
mand to be used for the UT Applied Research Laboratories.

Mark, in a demonstration of his expertise in these areas, said of 
the new fees, "I keep a lot of things in my mind, and that's not 
one of them ." Thanks, Hans. We didn't know you cared.

—  Scott Stanford

FREE SPEECH ON TRIAL IN THE GREAT HALL OF THE PEOPLE: T>J0 B» PEN PRESENTS 
HIS AMENDMENT, WATCHED AP1TOIN3LV BY DEN6 XAIO BUSH AND LI PENG POLE,

2 live a life of freedom or 2 die trying
W hile what the members of 2 Live 

Crew sing may be abhorrent to 
many, we must defend to the death 

their right to say it. First Am endm ent rights 
form the cornerstone of the Bill of Rights. Deny 
them, and the rest fall, left unprotected by the 
watchdog of free speech.

The federal judge in Fort Lauderdale who de
clared the album As Nasty As They Wanna Be 
obscene did so on the grounds that the sexually 
graphic recording appealed only to prurient in
terests, violated community standards and was 
utterly without social or artistic value.

Yes, it is most surely obscene. But that fact 
misses the point.

The governm ent, as represented by the 
courts, has no mandate to dictate the public 
preference. We must demand the right to de
cide for ourselves.

In a free society, we must be free to say it, 
free to sell it and free to buy it, no matter how 
repugnant and repulsive. The First Amend
ment to the Constitution was intended to pro
tect speech we do not like, not that which we 
do.

As one justice put it, "The solution to offen
sive speech is more speech." And the quickest 
way to speak in a capitalist society is with your 
wallet. Simply buy their music or do not, at
tend their concerts or stay home.

By criminalizing this music, Judge Jose Gon
zalez has made millionaires of the mediocre. 
Deny som eone the right to have something —  
even som ething they do not w ant —  and de
mand will skyrocket.

Margaret Lucas
TEXAN COLUMNIST

Gonzalez has raised mediocrity to the level of 
martyrdom, as surely as did the ayatollah in 
calling for the death of Salman Rushdie. Within 
days of the ayatollah's death sentence, Rush
die's Satanic Verses shot to the top of the best
seller lists, far exceeding its realistic literary val
ue.

In the days since G onzalez's ruling and the 
subsequent arrest of a record store owner for 
selling the album, sales have more than tripled. 
An album of very poor music that might have 
died on the shelves will now allow those who 
extol the virtues of violent sexist behavior to 
live comfortably for the rest of their lives.

Unfortunately, the apparent success of such 
a stand could unintentionally spawn imitators. 
The lure of lucre, no matter how filthy, is hard 
to ignore.

But they, too, must be allowed their say.
2 Live Crew and all who come after them 

must be allowed the freedom to express their 
point of view in song, just as Clayton Williams 
must be allowed the freedom to compare the 
weather to rape, and just as the Nazis must be 
allowed the freedom to march in Skokie.

Abhorrent, repulsive, repugnant ideas can
not stand up to the light of public scrutiny. Sex
ism and racism speak most loudly against 
themselves.

Some may say this focus is racially driven, 
and that listening to such sexually oriented mu

sic will lead teen-agers astray.
But too quickly they forget the public outcry 

over the satanism, sexism and racism of heavy 
metal music not so many years past. Twenty 
years ago it was the music of Frank Zappa, Led 
Zeppelin, Alice Cooper and the Rolling Stones 
that drove parents to distraction.

And, while sexual mores have loosened con
siderably since the now innocuous Let’s Spend 
The Night Together, the song did not hasten that 
decline.

Civilizations and societies grow old, and the 
universe proceeds inexorably toward chaos and 
decay no matter how we may try to impede it. 
Bad rap music, and sexist and racist opinions 
do not cause society to decay and censoring 
those ideas will not delay that entropy.

However, denying rights and limiting free
doms will speed the decline of a democracy, 
and leads insidiously toward the rise of a fascist 
state, one where no one is allowed to express 
their opinions and ideas, no matter how harm
less they may seem.

Our government has already crept too far 
into the private lives of its citizens. We already 
allow legislation over what can and cannot oc
cur in the privacy of our own bedrooms. Do we 
want to give them free and easy access to con
trol the privacy of our thoughts and the forma
tion of our opinions as well?

Those liberties granted us by the First 
Amendment must not be frittered away. Free
doms so hard won must be fiercely protected.

Lucas is a psychology senior.

Just say yes: Marijuana legalization makes good sense
jT  et's face it, pot is not that 
I  big a deal.

MmmJ Yet it continues to be 
lumped in with all of the other so- 
called "killer d ru gs." Although 60 
million Americans supposedly 
have smoked marijuana, there has 
never been a report of marijuana 
overdose. One UT student, who 
wishes to remain anonym ous, 
says, "You can sm oke pot all day 
long. Try this with booze and you 
could wind up in the hospital, or 
w orse."

About 129,000 people die of al
cohol-related causes annually. 
This is more than five times the 
number of people who die of all

Bruce Henderson
TEXAN COLUMNIST

"Americans have 
been badgered by 
drug hysteria too 
long."

drug-related causes each year.
Also, the drug raids we pay for 

through taxes are producing big
ger busts every month. This 
sounds good, but it means only 
that the traffickers are coordinat

ing their efforts to bring in larger 
quantities of illegal drugs while 
making higher profits.

About 750,000 drug arrests have 
been made nationwide in the past 
few years. O f these, 80 percent 
have been for simple possession 
of marijuana. Those arrested for 
marijuana are now crow'ding our 
jails and overburdening our judi
cial system.

Americans have been badgered 
by drug hysteria too long and are 
now realizing that a new approach 
needs to be taken.

T. Paul Robins, an Austin envi
ronmental activist who supported 
a recent resolution for the legaliza

tion and taxation of all drugs, says 
the federal government is wasting 
$10.5 billion on its current drug- 
enforcem ent policy.

This money, combined with city 
and state spending, could be 
redirected to radically improve 
drug education and treatment 
programs. The best way to combat 
a problem is to go to its roots, not 
to treat the symptoms like Clayton 
"Bustin Rocks" Williams wants us 
to do. Drug education and rehabil
itation programs will help treat 
the problem at its source.

Additionally, legalizing mari
juana would create a legitimate 
state industry, taxable like any

other business. Sandy Anderson, 
a UT management and informa
tion systems senior, notes the 
wide availability of pot in spite of 
the drug war.

The only way to profit from this 
situation is to legalize marijuana 
and tax consum ers, producers and 
sellers. A portion of this revenue 
could then also be used to bolster 
drug-education and rehabilitation.

Finally, legalization will inevi
tably rid a portion of drug traffick
ing of its organized-crime ele
ment. It will relieve some of the 
pressure people feel to try drugs 
and will allow the governm ent to 
regulate drug sales.

Gary Johnson of the Texas Li
bertarian Party says, "law s against 
drug possession reduce supplies 
and force prices up, making drug 
trafficking very profitable." This 
means that the drug war is actual
ly benefiting drug dealers.

The only way we will ever make 
any headway with the drug issue 
is to approach it head on.

Politicians need to be told that 
people are tired of wasting their 
hard-earned tax dollars on the fail
ing war against drugs.

Henderson is a marketing and Eng
lish senior.

Astronomy story inaccurate
I he article "U T  astronom ers take on his

tory" (The Daily Texan, Friday) is seriously 
misleading in one important respect. 
Rather than just reporting on an interest
ing piece of research, it instead uses our 
work as a platform to create some kind of 
vague, unfocused controversy about fund
ing priorities. We have never requested 
any university funding for this work and 
do not anticipate doing so. We are doing 
just fine, thank you. The question of "W ill 
we get more funds?" is entirely a non-is
sue and was certainly never raised by us. 
In fact, I was never even contacted by the 
reporter.

R. Robert Robbins 
Associate professor o f astronomy

Flag burning issue 'silly'
So Bush wants a self-glorifving am end

ment prohibiting flag burning. The Daily 
■Texan is once again flying its right-wing 
colors by lauding this de-wimping grand 
finale. Ihe president's support of flame re
tardant flags is about as front page as his 
childish distain for broccoli. In fact, adding 
exceptions to the First Am endm ent reeks 
of "O ur G ang" logic. Rather than tacking 
exceptions on all amendments, maybe 
George can borrow Danny's crayons and 
scribble VOID  across the front of the C on
stitution. Let's stop all this silliness. A 
staunch supporter of non-burning best ex
pressed the sacredness and significance of 
Old Glory when he described fighting for 
" . . .  this fucking flag . . . "  during a spring 
demonstration. Well, this fucking issue is 
silly and insignificant and should be put to 
rest. Then The Daily Texan can address real

American issues, like econom ic disparity 
and environmental ruin, unless of course 
this animal-rights thing rears its ugly 
head.

Glen Caven 
Communication

Free speech param ount
In response to Mr. Hodgins' letter ("S o 

lution: Kill flagburners," "Firing L ine," 
Thursday), I am outraged. I do not intend 
for this to be a personal attack on Mr. 
Hodgins (even though som e maturity 
wouldn t hurt), but rather an attack on his 
belief, and others like it, that you can pro
tect freedom by suppressing so-called 
wrong ideas.

Ihe reason the Suprem e Court over
turned the flag-burning law is that it was 
unconstitutional, plain and simple. The 
f irst Amendment was put into the Bill of 
Rights to protect the free flow of ideas and 
the expression of disagreement with our 
government (yes, 1 said our, not the politi
cians or the self-righteous groups' who 
constantly insist on protecting me from 
myself.) Ihe intention of one of the 
fra mi rs of the Constitution was to protect 
an individual's rights against even a well- 
meaning m ajority's opinions (yes, opin
ions, not right or wrong ideas.)

If we choose to protect our freedom 
with doctrines from the Nazis and Com 
munist C hinese (two of the most brutal 
and repressive governm ents in history), 
then we w on't have much freedom left to 
protect. Already, our governm ent has ig
nored our constitutional freedoms (and 
the courts have upheld this decay) in areas 
from seatbelt and helmet laws to gun con

trol, random drug testing and limiting a 
woman's right to control her own body. 
My argument is not with our system of 
government but with those people in and 
out of it who are so insolent as to believe 
that only their views can be right. Al
though I'm strongly against flagburning, 
I'm more concerned with having my con
stitutional rights legislated away.

Eric Coffmon 
Government

New Germany: pro-choice?
Your article about the abortion issue 

posing problems in a reunited Germany 
("Abortion issue splits G erm any," The 
Daily Texan, W ednesday) caused me to 
have great concern for the women in East 
Germany. Reunification of Germany is 
supposed to be bringing freedom to the 
Fast Germans, not stripping away what 
few rights they already have.

East German women fear that they will 
once again be condem ned to the horrors of 
illegal abortion and compulsory pregnan
cy, like their West German counterparts 
frequently are. Furthermore, there seem s 
to be a real link between repressive anti
abortion stances and repressive govern
ments. Abortion was not only banned in 
Nazi Germany, it was punishable by 
death. It was also illegal in fascist Italy and 
Romania; it is illegal in South Africa and in 
Chile. It is paid for by the governm ents of 
Denmark, England and the Netherlands, 
which have national health and welfare 
systems that foster the health and well
being of mother, children, the old and the 
handicapped.

Certainly, the reunified G erm any

New E306 format flawed
Without even pausing for a vote by its 

faculty, the English Department next Sep
tember will start explaining to presumedly 
benighted U1 students how they ought to 
feel about issues of ethnicity and fem in
ism.

Employing Paula Rothenberg's one
sided sociology textbook, Racism and Sex
ism (along with a few handouts and a 
grammar guide), and lacking any benefits 
of formal training or objective m ethodolo
gy, instructors of English 306 (Rhetoric 
and Composition) will be compelled to 
pose as political scientists, legal historians, 
statistical sociologists, cultural critics, po
litical philosophers, and group psycholo

gists. W hether students and professors 
will stand for this politicization of a basic 
writing course remains to be seen.

Joseph Kruppa, Chairman of the Eng
lish Department, and Linda Brodkey, Di
rector of Lower-Division English, might 
yet be deluged with faculty protests about 
this arrogation of subject mattter belong
ing to other fields, or undergraduate stu
dents conceivably could resist this 
presumptuous move to grade them on 
politically correct' thought in a required 

English course.

Alan Gribben 
Professor o f English
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