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viewpoint
Bringing back basics

Of the many thanks we owe our student counter
parts of the 1960s for the gains they made in students' 
rights, their successful push for liberalization of college 
curriculum is not among them.

Although the idea of opening up degree programs 
and maximizing the students' rights to choose for 
them selves which courses to take would seem to make 
for a healthy degree of flexibility and freedom, the fact 
is such a policy does not make for good education.

That education in this country has moved awav from 
"th e  basics" has become a cliche. That this trend has 
produced poorly educated students has become an un
deniable realitv. The effects on secondary education are 
easily quantifiable. Nearlv every study done on the 
subject indicates that a significant number of students 
who graduate from high school are functionally illi
terate. And although scores on the Scholastic Aptitude 
Test were slightly up last year, those scores consistent
ly declined from 1963 to 1982.

The impact on higher education is exacerbated by the 
fact that college degree programs have become increas
ingly specialized. Most of the degree programs at the 
University either allow students too much flexibility — 
thus tempting them to take "easy-A " electives over 
courses tnat would broaden their base of understand
ing —  or not enough flexibility —  thus forcing them to 
take only specialized courses within their fields of 
study. It is deplorable that engineering students gradu
ate with nothing more than a perfunctory exposure to 
the liberal arts and that English students graduate with 
no understanding whatsoever of how a computer 
works.

The biggest problem of all is that the vast majority of 
students graduate college without the ability to write.

Pete Foster, senior vice president for American Bank 
in Austin, explains: "A s corporate recruiters, we are

constantly dismayed at the inability of even top-flight 
candidates for our management training program to 
use the written and spoken word properly. I'm refer
ring to weaknesses in grammar, punctuation and spell
ing that manifest themselves even in the resumes we 
receive. W eaknesses later manifest themselves in diffi
culties on the part of our younger trainees to generate 
polished work products or to make impressive sales or 
other presentations.

"Those are harsh w ords," he adds, "bu t true."
Fortunately, something is being done at the Universi

ty to combat this problem. The University Council —  in 
response to the report of its Committee on Basic Educa
tion Requirements, also known as the Vick committee 
—  has almost completed its revision of college cata
logues to incorporate a core curriculum into each de
gree program. The new curriculum includes six hours 
of English beyond E306 plus six hours of courses with a 
substantial writing com ponent, three hours of social 
science beyond the 12 already required in government 
and history, three hours of mathematics, nine hours of 
natural sciences, three hours of fine arts and hum ani
ties and eight hours of a foreign language.

The Vick report wisely places a high priority on writ
ing skills and well-roundedness. It is a giant step 
toward upgrading the quality of education at the Uni
versity, and across the state, since college-bound high 
school students will now have to choose their courses 
more carefully to ensure that they are prepared for ad
mission to the University.

Although some students may lament their loss of 
freedom in choosing courses, this is one instance 
where the administration truly does know best. The 
report is an idea whose time has come.

Lisa Bever

MTV: radio racism rears its head
One evening in January, after mak

ing the amazing discover)' that a stereo 
in Austin doesn't work when its speak
ers are in Houston, I lazily perused a 
Jan. 17 copy of Images. In an article on 
MTV, one minor headline riveted my 
attention: "W here do they keep all the 
Negroes?" Daily Texan writers are 
good, responsible journalists and nice 
people to boot, but when they notice 
that there aren't many Negroes 
around, the situation is not onlv bad, 
it's really bad.

I began to take a closer look at MTV. 
From Jan. 17 to Jan. 24, 1 left mv selec
tor on Channel 2Ü and spent almost 
every waking moment when I was at 
home watching MTV. Feeling that just 
one week might have been unfair to 
the station, I've been viewing MTV 
regularly ever since then. Besides dam
aging my mind and my grades, I've 
discovered three things about Music 
Television: 1) MTV is racist. 2) MTV is 
sexist. 3) MTV programs music inept
ly-

First, some background information 
before I explain how I arrived at these 
not-so-startling conclusions. I haven't 
purchased a record for the past four 
years. I know little or nothing about 
the bands I see on MTV. For example, 
through MTV I discovered that the 
Doobie Brothers were composed of five 
unrelated whites, whereas previously I 
had assumed they were two black sibl
ings named Doobie.

D espite those draw backs, I'm 
uniquely qualified. For the past few 
months I've been locked in a dorm 
room with a cable TV and a stereo as 
my sole companions. I also spent an 
entire summer in Houston melded 
with my channel selector, watching 
MTV. I can also tell when there aren't a 
lot of blacks around. Places like UT, 
Pasadena and the state of Vermont 
have few blacks —  as does MTV. Un
like Pasadena and Vermont, however, 
MTV seems to have a policy against 
admitting blacks.

Six black-led bands have appeared 
since Jan. 17 — Musical Youth, Prince, 
Garland Jeffreys, Tina Turner, Michael 
Jackson and one reggae group that 
appeared so fleetingly I couldn't get 
the name of it Musical Youth's "Pass 
the Dutchie” has been by far the most 
frequently played song of the six. 
Prince's "1999" ran a distant second 
and has recently been supplanted by 
his song "Little Red Corvette." Gar
land Jeffreys has three videos, which 
are old and are shown infrequently. 
Tina Turner was never in the competi
tion anyway. Her video of "Ball of 
Confusion" was lousy. It played once, 
and I never saw it again Michael Jack
son's "Billy Jean" video gives us a song 
which is No. 1 on the soul and pop 
charts, but it's only been in the last two
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weeks it's been shown. Still, Jackson's 
video doesn't get as much play as 
"Pass the Dutchie" did.

Perhaps the argument can be made 
that MTV is a rock 'n' roll station and 
doesn't play soul. Not by a long shot 
does MTV only play rock 'n' roll. All of 
the preceding black groups except Gar
land Jeffreys play reggae or soul. The 
following videos are also reggae or 
soul: Men at Work's "Land Down Un
der," Culture Club's "D o You Want to 
Hurt M e," J. Geils Band's "I D o" and 
"Land of 1000 D ances," the Boomtown 
Rats' "Like a House on Fire" and "Ba
nana Republic," Blondie's "R apture," 
Phil Collins' "You Can't Hurry Love," 
the Clash's "Radio Clash,” Squeeze's 
"Tem pted" and the Thompson Twins' 
"L ies."

Another argument might be that 
there just aren't many black videos in 
existence. Anyone who's seen Video 
Soul here in Austin or watched Black 
Entertainment TV in Houston can tell 
there are many black videos, and 
they're of high quality.

Yet another argument, the most lu
dicrous, could be made that there 
aren't many blacks playing rock. In 
fact, the number of blacks playing rock 
is amazing. It seems the majority of 
English bands with an MTV video have 
at least one black member. English 
bands which don't have black mem
bers are still more likely to have blacks 
in their videos than American groups. 
Quite a few American bands also have 
black band members. Peter Town- 
shend's group, the Thompson Twins, 
David Bowie's group in "Scary Mon
sters," Kansas, Bonnie Raitt, Toto in 
"A frica," Red Ryder and the J. Geils 
Band in "Land of a Thousand Dances" 
all had blacks in their bands. What 
MTV seems to be saying is that blacks 
have the ability to play music that will 
appear on MTV but that blacks cannot 
lead bands that will appear on MTV. 
Essentially, MTV allows blacks to ap
pear in videos; it just doesn't want 
them to play lead roles.

Women (white women, that is) have 
fared better than blacks when it comes 
to being perceived as band leaders. 
Black women must really be discrimi
nated against because I've only seen 
two in bands. One in the Waitresses 
and the other in Prince. Only four all
female bands have appeared on MTV,

of which three are the Go-Gos, the 
Flirts and Catholic Girls.

Women's greatest debilitation, how
ever, is their portrayal as voiceless sex 
objects. Q ueen's "Crazy Little Thing 
Called Love," Duran Duran's "Girls on 
Film" and especially John Cougar's 
"Hurts So Good" are quite exploita
tive. When life is reduced to three- and 
four-minute slots, easily recognized 
cliches and stereotypes predominate. 
In a very large number of MTV videos, 
women become little more than big, 
glossy lips and legs in fishnet stock
ings. If women aren't playing or sing
ing, they're sex objects on MTV.

"But Alfred, women are  sex ob
jects," one might say.

Of course, women are sex objects, 
but not all the time. Men are sex ob
jects, but not all the time. On 
Squeeze's "Tem pted" video there are 
three women. They aren't singing, 
they have no microphones. They aren't 
part of the stage show, they're behind 
the band. They even sit down at one 
point. But the camera likes them. Espe
cially since one of them isn't wearing a 
bra. They just seem to be there to jiggle 
(the three women, that is).

Coupled with these problems is the 
fact that MTV plays music badly. No 
transition is made between soul or reg
gae songs and heavy metal pop. The 
videos are subject to violent mood 
swings not due totally to the differenc
es between visual styling but to poor 
organization. If MTV were a radio sta
tion, it probably wouldn't survive the 
first ratings sweep.

MTV also has no past. Videos over a 
year and a half old are rarely seen. 
MTV may be only a little over two 
years old, but it could certainly dig up 
some footage of a few old classics. It 
doesn't seem to have ever heard of 
"Free Bird" or "Stairway to H eaven," 
which every rock radio station plays at 
least once every 24 hours. However, 
MTV has managed to resurrect Jim 
Morrison and the Doors for a few 
songs and revive the Beatles for "I 
Wanna Hold Your H and." MTV even 
dredged up a scratchy film of Janis Jop
lin. But why only them? Why not Jimi 
Hendrix or Sly and the Family Stone? 
Why clone Phil Collins for "You Can't 
Hurry Love" when films of the original 
Supremes can be shown?

MTV isn't a public service station. 
It's made to serve the marketing inter
ests of record companies. Motown and 
other mostly black labels are being ex
cluded from it. But with the problems 
that MTV has and the lucrativeness of 
the field it opened up, it should be 
easy for another station with musically 
consistent programming and less dis
criminatory practices to run these 
jokers out of business.________________

Kfo/ison is a finance freshman

Chicago, blacks and the GOP
It may not be a form of devotion to 

democracy, but the fact of it is that par
tisans on both sides of the political cen
ter play, or play at, the game of split
ting the opposition. This is a conjuga
tion of the principle of divide and 
conquer. And the recent business in 
Chicago was reeking of it.

Just as the liberals loved it when Gov. 
Wallace used to run for president and 
take votes away from the Republicans, 
so conservatives like it when the oppo
site happens, as for instance when 
James Buckley went to the Senate with 
36 percent of the vote, having persuad
ed his two opponents, a liberal Republi
can and a liberal Democrat, to share the 
liberal vote. It doesn't work very well 
when the third candidate is of the cen
ter. A John Anderson ends by taking 
about the same number of votes from 
Jimmy Carter and Ronald Reagan. But 
the Chicago situation might have sug
gested, and might yet, interesting and 
seductive schisms of just the kind the 
Republicans would welcome.

One reason Republicans of national 
prominence were relatively silent dur
ing the Chicago business was that Ber
nard Epton appeared to be a Republi
can onlv as a matter of idiosyncrasy. He 
removed himself early and clearly from 
any affection for the party identified 
with Ronald Reagan. And, of course, 
the word Republican was difficult to 
find in any of his campaign literature. A 
second reason for the reluctance of na
tionally prominent Republicans to iden
tify themselves with Epton was of 
course their fear of picking up an anti- 
black label for their pains. Harold 
Washington did his very best to sug
gest that people who voted for Bernard 
Epton were anti-black. The difficulty 
with such generalities is the obvious 
one. "Anti-blacks voted for Epton” is a 
different proposition from "voters for
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Epton are anti-black."
But it would be difficult to hide a fur

tive hope among shrewd Republicans 
that Epton would win. Not so much be
cause of what he would do for Chicago 
different from what Mr. Washington 
will do, save possibly stay out of jail for 
longer consecutive stretches, but be
cause the victory of a white Republican 
in Chicago would have encouraged 
separatist black leaders to strut their 
own stuff in 1984.

‘The big question with
in black circles is: Will 
the black cause be 
helped or hurt by a 
separate candidacy?’

The Rev. Jesse Jackson makes no 
bones about it: He is ranng to go as a 
black candidate for president of the 
United States. So —  although his mode 
is winsome — is Julian Bond. So, prob
ably, is Andrew Young. The big ques
tion within black circles is: Will the 
black cause be helped or hurt by a sepa
rate candidacy?

Now a further distinction is in order. 
The cause identified as "black" by 
many blacks is not necessarily "th e" 
cause of blacks as providence might de

fine it. Republican idealism is for all 
people, black and white. And it is the 
conviction of men and women entirely 
conscientious in the matter that blacks 
stand to profit greatly from a free soci
ety with a domesticated government, 
over against a socialized society of the 
kind that has contributed to the black 
community 30 percent unemployment 
among teenagers and a rate of illegi
timacy' and single-parent homes hugely 
greater than the whites . It is neither 
necessarily cynical nor mistaken for Re
publicans to insist that conservative po
litical victories will do more for the 
black community than victories by 
Democrats, even black Democrats.

If Epton had won, black leaders 
would have been more persuasive in 
insisting that, at the margin, the Ameri
can people are anti-black, and that 
therefore blacks could onlv test their 
presidential strength by having their 
own candidate. And because blacks 
vote 80 percent to 90 percent for the 
Demcx'rat, whether he is Harold Wash
ington or George Wallace Republican 
strategists can be expected to hope that 
the blacks will come through with their 
own candidate in 1984 Every vote for 
him would subtract, roughh one vote 
from Mondale-Cranston-Glenn-Hart, 
the monster the Democrats will nomi
nate at their convention. It there is no 
black candidate, all those votes go into 
the anti-Republican column.

So it was a tough one, Chicago. On 
the one hand one's instinct is to get in 
the way of a movement at least a part of 
whose energy is racist On the other 
hand, the political result of an Epton 
victory could have been a decisive help 
for the Republican Party. And how is 
that for washing one's laundry in pub
lic?
c 1983 Universal Press Syndicate

Palestinians curtail free speech
I was prompted to write this letter 

after witnessing a short, disgusting 
training session on the West Mall on 
March 12. A non-student and leader of 
the Palestinian November 29th Coali
tion was sitting at the General Union of 
Palestinian Students (GUPS) table, 
talking with some of the group's newer 
members. He began to point at the Is
rael information table (where I was sit
ting) and continued talking. He then 
started walking this group of four 
"trainees" over to our table. He 
stopped halfway and patted one of 
them on the back as he sent them off to 
our table. Once they arrived, they mur
mured a few obscenities, talked with 
themselves in Arabic and picked up 
some of our literature. The "trainees" 
took the literature back to their instruc
tor, who looked it over and ripped it 
up. He gave it back to one of his "train
ees" and pointed back to our table. The 
"trainee" threw the ripped up pam
phlet on our table and began a tirade of 
more obscenities. My reaction was to 
tell the "trainee" that the information 
was there for those who wanted it and/ 
or those who wished to discuss it ra
tionally. After a few more obscenities, 
he left.

During the last four years, 1 have 
been told (on separate occasions) that I 
would be killed, that my family and 
friends would be killed, that 1,000 of 
"u s" would be killed "if necessary," 
etc. I have seen speakers denied the 
right to speak on campus. Most recent-
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ly, several Palestinians shouted down 
Uri Timmerman on March 31. I have 
seen a member of my group hit in the 
face by a Palestinian during a festival 
on the West Mall. Posters and flyers 
advertising our speakers have been 
tom down from trees on campus. 
Palestinians, on numerous occasions, 
have charged our table to shout, rip up 
literature and spit upon members of 
our group. The list of abuses could go 
on.

Because of all that I have seen, it es
pecially bothers me when I see new 
people being trained to continue the 
atrocities. The purpose of these actions 
is obvious. These Palestinians are not 
interested in opening a dialogue to 
work out issues or come to an under
standing with us. They have rejected 
open forums with us for at least three 
years. They are interested in inhibiting 
us from bringing speakers to campus, 
setting up our table and sponsoring 
festivals. In plainer terms, they have 
been using physical and verbal attacks 
to stop us from speaking our mind, to 
stop us from exercising our basic 
rights. It hasn't worked. It never will.

There has never been, and never will

be, acts by Zionist students on this 
campus similar to the ones perpetrated 
by this group of Palestinians. We have 
never shouted down their speakers, or 
disrupted one of their rallies on the 
mall. We may disagree with their 
thoughts or ideologies, but we respect 
their right to express them 

The time has come for acts of intimi
dation and harassment to stop on this 
campus. All individuals and groups, 
from the left to the right, feel the need 
to express their views. We, as a univer
sity, must allow free expression to go 
on unhindered. I challenge the new 
student government, the Faculty Sen
ate and the administration to set up 
task forces, committees and coalitions 
to bnng an end to all restrictions of free 
speech on campus. Now is the time to 
act. A university cannot silently con
done the trend now taking place.

On Monday, April 18, a celebration 
will be held on the West Mall to com
memorate Israel's 35th anniversary. I 
expect that there will be some people 
present who will stage a counter-dem
onstration. I hope thev will choose not 
to strike any of our members this year, 
or throw stones at us, Sen. Lloyd Dog- 
gett, Rep. Paul Colbert or others in at
tendance. I also hope there will be a 
large number of people present who 
agree with our right to express our
selves, whether or not thev agree with
what we are saying.___________________

Freed is a biology senior and chair
man o f  Hamagshimim.
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YOU SHOULD STOP) f\ TMIÍNK SHE'S 
SAV/NG SUCH / /  GOT SOME 
BAD THINGS / /  NERVE- PLAYING 
ABOUT DUFFY, /  / THE FIELD THEN 
E YEBEA M .X  COMING BACK TO 

\ BREAK YOUR 
RG A IN ^

0KPV BUT \ / |  THINK SHE’S 
QUIT SAVING I  A T U 0  BIT 
SO IN fro n t)  floozie, u h y  
OF HER, A SH0ULDNT I 
PLEASE// \ s a y  S O W

BECAUSE, IN SPITE\
OF UHAT THEV SPAM 
IN OLD MOVIES, AN /
ANGRV WOMAN IS J  g f  
NOT A PRETTY V  f  \  / — > 

S t G H T ' W W ^ r  f  ÍEEEK!

FOR THOSE OF OUR 
READERS JUST TUNING 
IN, IT MIGHT HELP TO 

EXPLAIN THAT 
EYEBEAM’S SOCIAL 
INEPTITUDE HAS 

CAUSED DUFFY TO 
LOOK UPON HIM WITH 

DISFAVOR. DUFFY,
OF COURSE, IS TH E 

GIRLFRIEND OF 
EVEBEAM'S

h a l l u c in a t io n ,
" H  Ps N  K "

S W  SOMETHING\ / h A !  I’M NOT SCARED... 
NICE, EVEBEAM- I  NOT ONLY IS SHE A 
YOU GOT HER /  \ M E R E  HALLUCINATION, 
ALL HUFFY /  BUT SHE'S 

V  TUST f\ 
Y --------GIRL!

f  ...THAT \  f t  / HANKj 1 NEVER 
WASNT QUITE ] pXUILL UNDERSTAND 
NICE ENOUGH.../ m V/YOUR TASTE

WOMEN,.,y


