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Viewpoint
Farm crisis relief: 
budget not busted

resident Ronald "Balanced Budget" Reagan is 
getting his veto stamp ready. Both houses of 

J L  Congress approved programs W ednesday to 
extend em ergency relief to the nation's debt-ridden  
farmers, mere hours after White H ouse spokesm an  
Larry Speakes said the president will veto any "budg
et-busting legislation."

Meanwhile, the Reagan administration continues its 
push for 21 additional MX m issiles, each equipped  
with 10 nuclear warheads, to com plem ent the 21 m is
siles already in production. (Put your foot dow n, Ron 
— 210 warheads wouldn't scare my cat.) The new  
missiles are necessary, supporters say, to give the So
viets an incentive to agree to real arms reductions. Es
timated cost: $1 billion.

Apples and oranges? Not really. W hile Reagan col
lects missiles to strengthen our ability to bounce rub
ble in some future nuclear war, the farm crisis rapidly 
is turning into a depression. Som ething is very wrong  
when the president thinks the m issiles should com e 
first —  and w hen he doesn't consider $1 billion a 
"budget-buster."

The problem here is in the priorities. Farmers and  
banks are in serious trouble; w hen farmers can't pay 
their debts because of rising interest rates and falling 
land values, banks lose. U.S. Sen. Edward Zorinsky, 
D -N eb., sum m ed up the situation W ednesday: "In my 
state, banks and farmers are in the same boat, and I 
can tell you that boat is sinking fast."

By contrast, our missile collection is doing pretty 
w ell. Reagan even said during his campaign last year 
that the defense buildup has been "a success." Of 
course, this line makes it hard to convince Congress to 
allocate m oney to repair our national defenses, so 
Reagan rarely uses the line anymore.

This is not to say that Reagan is ignoring the farm 
crisis. In his w eekend address, Reagan expressed sym 
pathy for farmers but added that taxpayers "must not 
be asked to bail out every farmer hopelessly in debt." 
Unfortunately, if Reagan thinks agriculture can flour
ish under a free-market system , he is not in tune with 
the 20th century.

Theodore Roosevelt and the Progressive M ovement 
were important in the early 1900s because of their 
support of Populist concepts, including the idea that 
the federal governm ent must help farmers weather the 
ups and d ow n s of an imperfect free-market system . At 
a time of rising interest rates, falling land values and a 
strong dollar that makes it hard to sell American prod
ucts abroad, holding farmers responsible for their 
debts over which they have little control is inexcus
able.

Fortunately, wiser thinking prevailed in Congress 
W ednesday. The Senate approved a $100 million farm 
interest subsidy and an am endm ent to an African aid 
bill that w ould provide American farmers with m oney  
and advance paym ent of price support loans. The 
H ouse passed the advance paym ent measure as well 
as $3 billion for bank loan guarantees and relief for 
farmers plagued by natural disasters. W hile none of 
these m easures are cheap, there appears to be no 
other solution; despite the claims of the Reagan ad
ministration, its policies have not provided the "safety 
net" farmers need.

The Senate and the H ouse have show n courage and 
responsibility by passing the em ergency relief propos
als, but this ultimately will mean nothing if President 
Reagan vetoes the relief measures in a valiant effort to 
save the federal budget. And no one should take 
Reagan seriously if he then sacrifices the budget so 
the Pentagon can defend us to the death.

— David Nather

Same as it ever was
It was once widely believed that as international travel and 
communication became easier, international understand
ing would grow. It has not. Today, wherever we go in the 
world, we seldom have to leave our own environment and 
adjust to that of anyone else. Jumbo jets take us from air
port to identical airport; air-conditioned buses take us from 
Holiday Inn to indistinguishable Holiday Inn, whether in 
Berlin or Bangkok. Western tourists in Asia, Africa, or the 
Caribbean, in spite of their bulging photograph albums, 
return as ignorant as when they set out. A parasitical in
dustry has arisen throughout the world to cater to Western 
tourists.
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Malcolm X reflected violent times

H e was born Malcolm Little 
in May of 1925. But to a 
generation of Americans he 
was known as Malcolm X. His name 

still evokes ghosts of the turbulent 
struggle for racial equality that 
reached a climax in America in the 
early '60s.

To most whites, and many blacks as 
well, Malcolm X was the devil incar
nate, a racist hate-monger espousing 
violence and revolution as an answer 
to problems for which a solution was 
too long coming. Yet the the words of 
Malcolm X had an understanding of 
the social upheavals that took place 
during the '60s, and to find out why 
America was suddenly ready to end 
the bombings of black churches and 
policies of Jim Crow, you must inevi
tably try to understand Malcolm X. 
Though many disagreed with his of
ten outlandish statements, he man
aged to catch the ear of America and 
focus attention on growing problems 
that many in America would have 
rather ignored.

Malcolm X was an all-American suc
cess story in the sense that he pulled 
himself up from the very bottom of 
our society to become an international 
spokesman for blacks in America. As a 
boy his family had been hounded by 
members of the Ku Klux Klan, and his 
father was later murdered by them. 
Malcolm's mother consequently went 
insane, and the family was separated.

Eric Johnson
Texan Columnist

He ended up in a ghetto orphanage 
and later the streets of Harlem hus
tling to survive. By the time of his 
death, however, Malcolm had been 
around the world, was being sought 
after as a speaker by the finest univer
sities in America and England and had 
every major magazine in this country 
seeking his interview. Obviously, 
something Malcolm was saying was 
hitting a nerve.

Extremely bright and perceptive, 
Malcolm X had a way of making the 
logic of his arguments seem crystal 
clear. Yet Malcolm X remains one of 
the most misunderstood men of our 
times, both by whites and blacks.

When he was shot down by Black 
Muslim assassins 20 years ago this 
week, his life and his philosophical 
outlook were in a state of transition. 
He had broken from the racist doct
rines of the Black Muslims and saw as 
he traveled the world and broadened 
his horizons that there was a real pos
sibility of whites and blacks living and 
cooperating together. As he stated, 
"My trip to Mecca has opened my 
eyes ... Never have 1 witnessed such 
sincere hospitality and the spirit of 
true brotherhood as is practiced by 
people of all colors and races here in 
this ancientthis ancient Holy Land ..."

Just before his death, Malcolm told 
his biographer, Alex Haley, "The 
young whites, and blacks, too, are the 
only hope America has. The rest of us 
have always been living in a lie.'

Perhaps Malcolm X served the inter
ests of this country best as a political 
lightning rod. He was brutally direct 
in saying some things that needed 
saying. 'I don 't  advocate violence," he 
said, "but if a man steps on my toes, 
I'll step on his ...Whites better be glad 
that Martin Luther King is rallying the 
people because other forces are wait
ing to take over if he fails.

It's important to remember that 
while Malcolm X often spoke of revo
lution, he never led one. His words 
were sometimes violent, but he was 
not a man of violence. The violence in 
his words were a reflection of the vio
lence being perpetrated throughout 
America against minorities. The im
pending doom he often spoke of made 
the solutions being offered by Dr. 
Martin Luther King (r. sound far more 
palatable to an America slow to react. 
America has had a long history of fire- 
breathing revolutionaries going back 
to Thomas Paine, and Malcolm X 
won't be the last.

Sometimes an angry voice has to 
ring out before reason can be heard. 
As Malcolm so eloquently put it, If 
you can't speak the truth, you don't 
even deserve freedom."

Johnson is an English senior.
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Firing Line
by Garry Trudeau

Danger of public promo
Dr. Gribben's letter (Texan, Feb. 15) 

proves that he is, at least, the equal of 
Mr. Skaggs in garnering "cheap 
points scored by deriding our faculty 
and their teaching accomplishments."
I fondly hope, after such a display of 
his rhetorical skills, that he can be 
coaxed into addressing the issue of 
346K program along the lines estab
lished by Dr. Kinneavy in his editorial 
(Feb. 20).

1 can sympathize with his reluctance 
to engage in "public bickering," but I 
could respect his demure even more if 
he did not bicker so much himself. Of 
course, he may truly consider his let
ter a case of semi-private bickering, in
spired by his altruistic devotion to 
putting the UT department of An
guish Program on somebody's "Top 
10. "

As for myself, I honor public bicker
ing as an old American tradition, en
joyed by millions inside and outside 
the precinct of Academe. I will admit 
that private bickering, surely an un
dervalued art, boasts a demonstrated 
efficiency altogether absent from the 
troublesome practice of public debate 
or discussion. Only in private can one 
wring really worthwhile results from 
innuendo, charges ad hominem  and 
ad populo, and the other devices the 
great unwashed are apt to mistake for 
inept argumentation.

Dr. Gribben and Mr. Ska|gs serve

as exempla of the dangers inherent in 
public self-promotion. It is a difficult 
stunt to pull off without some degree 
of embarrassment. How much more 
effective to handle such things in pri
vate, just as minor matters of depart
ment and university policy, involving 
only 48,(KM) students, are handled 
in a suitably appointed star chamber 
before a "fit audience, chosen, though 
few."

Bob Wren 
Cira dilate English

E 346K teaches key skill
I am happy that the E 346K contro

versy has not ended and hope, in 
principle, it never does end. After all 
we are ultimately discussing the com
munication skills of thousands of peo
ple.

I have taken many composition and 
literature courses at the University 
and I can honestly say the literature 
courses were less than exciting. On 
the other hand, every one of my com
position courses stimujated me to bet
ter write and communicate my ideas 
as well as comment on the ideas of 
others. Isn't that what the English lan
guage and its words are all about?

I agree that literature occupies a 
profound place in education, but it is

Reagan plan 
insures peace

through composition and theme that 
one learns to truly communicate.

University students have the right 
and privilege to an education that will 
prepare them for the working world. 
And if Dr. Sutherland does not think 
that students compose and communi
cate an idea on paper then I wonder 
what he does all day.

Seriously, the University and its 
students can hardly allow E 346K to 
disappear from the curriculum with a 
s t r a i g h t  face and clear conscience 
while allowing courses such as the 
History of Rock and Roll to define the 
term academic excellence. ,

Haylev H ead  
Journalism

F ormer Secretary of State A1 * 
Haig testified before the Senate • 
Foreign Relations Committee * 
the other day and had a few harsh * 

words for his erstwhile boss, Ronald . 
Reagan. *

Even as he spoke up strongly to r .  
the President's Strategic Defense Initi
ative ("star wars" for the uninitated), 
he told the committee that Reagan's • 
speech two years ago announcing the * 
plan was "ill-timed, ill-advised, and * 
created the problems we have today. I 
wish he hadn 't  made it." The N e w * 
York Times summarized the subse- * 
quent testimony in its headline, "Haig. 
Calls Reagan a Bad Salesman for 'Star • 
Wars' Program." *

In politics timing is everything, and 1 
SDI was almost stillborn when the ad- • 
ministration announced the program * 
before it was ready to spend the t im e , 
and political capital to defend it, th u s '  
allowing an anti-star wars lobby to* 
congeal and go to work. I he result, 
being that distinctions have been 
blurred, analysis fouled, and clear» 
thought made almost impossible.

Alm ost impossible, I say, because ’ 
the arguments against star wars are .  
logically bereft and morally deficient. ' 
Some quick background. *

The United States finds itself in-* 
creasingly vulnerable vis-a-vis the So- * 
viet Union. The fourth generation of* 
Soviet ICBMs — the SS-18 and SS-19Í 
— are the heaviest, most destructive, * 
and most accurate to date. According * 
to the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Soviet * 
Union could destroy 70 to 75 percen t’ 
of our Minutemen missiles in a* 
surprise attack while expending, 
only a fourth to a third of its missiles. * 
The fifth generation of Soviet missiles, 
currently being tested in the Pacific,! 
may be able to eliminate 90 to 95 per
cent of American ICBMs outright.

Of the two remaining legs of the nu-1 
clear triad, our chief bomber, the B-52, j 
is an obsolete subsonic plane which; 
nonetheless is being expected to pene- j 
trate the most sophiscated air defense’ 
system in the world. Com m and-and-’ 
control problems plague our subma-j 
rine deterrent, whose missiles further- • 
more are considerably less accurate. .* 
The upshot is that our nuclear deter
rent is vulnerable to a Soviet attack 
and becoming more so every year — ! 
until the B-l bomber and Trident 2; 
missiles are in place late next decade. ■ 

As the window of vulnerability! 
opens wider the Soviet Union cou ld ,) 
by striking missile silos, B-52 airfields, • 
submarine ports and command posts ,! 
obliterate American nuclear forces — j 
at the loss of 2 million to 14 million- 
American lives (according to a De-! 
fense Department study). The presi-; 
dent could, of course, retaliate against - 
Russian cities with the remaining n u - ! 
clear force, but the second wave of So
viet missiles would pulverize Ameri
can cities. Henry Kissinger notes, "A 
president could initiate the extermina
tion of tens of millions of people — 
first Soviet citizens and then our own 
— or he could give in." The choice is 
suicide — or surrender.

Enter star wars. Its purpose is to al
ter the strategic balance so profoundly 
that attack becomes unthinkable. O p 
ponents charge that no system would 
be leakproof and that some missiles 
would get through. But that misses 
the point. More than anything else, 
first strike is a state of mind: it is the 
absolute confidence that your country 
can launch a surgical strike, mortally 
wound the enemy, and get away scot- 
free. But star wars introduces an ele
m e n t  of u n c e r ta in ty .  C h a r le s  
Herzfeld, JFK's ABM adviser, argues 
that the Soviets would be dissuaded 
from attack because missile defense 
might work; likewise, America would 
be dissuaded from aggression because 
the defense might not work. The point 
is that even a partially effective system, 
would close the window of vulnerabil-; 
ity-

But can such a system be built, and 
at what cost? If we restrict ourselves to; 
constructing a "point defense" to de
fend our missile silos, Lockheed esti
mates it could, with present technolo
gy, build a defense with 85 percent 
effectiveness in six years for $25 billion 
to $30 billion. The President has in 
mind also an "area defense" to protect 
our cities; while necessarily a long- 
range prospect, research looks prom
ising.

The clash ot scientific claim and 
counterclaim goes on, sometimes with 
amusing effect, but the key is a moral 
one.

Given that we cannot disinvent n u 
clear weapons until we disinvent the 
Gulag Archipelago, our defense policy 
must be to safeguard the liberties and 
lives of our citizens. But at present our 
defense is no defense. The nuclear de 
terrent that uneasily holds the peace is 
in fact a practice universally con
demned for centuries — holding civil
ian populations hostage. We have not 
mutual assured survival, but mutual 
assured destruction. Make every con
gressman explain that one to his con
stituents, and Ronald Reagan's task in 
selling SDI will be far, far easier.

Johnstone is a liberal arts gimor




