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Intolerance in English Department claims Duban
 , r. . . . .  1 IT •_____ . i x r ^ u  r n n f r m - p r c u  D n h a n ' s  more recent resienation thev have apparently ostracized those with ulty-against required multicultural courscourses

WhHe the fate of the boy in the tale who 
had the courage to dissent is unknown, in 
D uban's case, it is apparent: His honesty 
elicited indignation rather than thoughtful 
consideration from his colleagues, despite the 
belief their proposals gave them a monopoly 
on sensitivity.

D ep artm en t of En glish  C hairm an Joe 
Kruppa's inexcusable removal of Duban from 
the E n glish  honors program  on p o lit ica l 
grounds did not succeed in forcing him to 
leave. But Duban's resignation now is, at the 
very least, strong evidence that the depart
ment needs something more than just the 
addition of a multiculturalism requirement.

Unless the English faculty can welcome 
diversity even when it includes opinions that 
disagree with their own beliefs, true apprecia
tion of other cultures and viewpoints will 
never reside there.

they have apparently ostracized those with 
divergent opinions. Of the four most outspo
ken combatants of the multiculturalism pro
p osal,  only one, John R u szk iew icz , will 
rem ain . G rib b en  left for the A uburn  
University System and Maxine Hairston took 
an early retirement; now Duban may leave.

Duban's assertions that the suggested cur
riculum would have been "counterproduc
tive" to "enlarging the sphere of cross-cultur
al to leran ce  and le a rn in g "  made people  
examine the proposed changes more closely.

Like the boy who had the courage to 
observe that the emperor s new clothes were 
something other than what was claimed., 
Duban’s honesty forced people to examine 
the assertions of the English Department.

Thus, the popular perception became grad
ually  quite  d ifferen t from the En glish  
Department's interpretation of the proposals, 
as evinced by the final vote of the general fac-

controversy, Duban's more recent resignation 
hints at the difficulty of living apart from the 
status quo in the UT English Department, 
even some time after the multiculturalism
furor.

Liberal Arts Dean Robert King called it 
"perfectly obvious" that Duban's departure 
was related to the multicultural controversy 
and said the "tolerance level" for views such 
as Duban's would be more acceptable at a 
smaller university. Such comments bring into 
question the sincerity of the claims of cham
pions of diversity.

While also constituting a loss to the English 
Department, the resignations of Gribben and 
now Duban depict a narrowing of the out
looks among the English faculty. Intentionally 
or not, those in power have made it difficult 
for those of opposing v iew points to exist 
there.

Instead of welcoming these differences,

T he confirmation by University of North 
Texas officials that James Duban may 
b e co m e ch a irm an  of th eir  En glish  

department this fall proves again the risk in 
dissenting from majority views in academia. 
Duban, a senior professor, was removed as 
head of the UT Honors English Program in 
September 1991 after eight years at the post.

D u b a n 's  ou ster  cam e the day after  he 
commented that if the proposed mandatory 
m u lt ic u ltu ra l  co u rses  w ere tau g ht, they 
should be called "restricted cultural studies" 
in deference to the truth.

Having previously written on subjects such 
as the origins of racism in America and the 
ethnocentrism of the Puritans, Duban seemed 
an unlikely candidate for an untimely evic
tion.

While another staunch opponent of pro
posed U niversity  m ulticultural programs, 
Alan Gribben, left immediately after the E306

GOP must remain Bur VÜü'RE STILL
u e l c o ia e  in  t h e g o p ,

I  KNOW VOU'RE PRo-CHo/cE 
AND OUR PLATFORM ISN’T.ning well in the polls, it is really too 

early to tell whether that will trans
late into success in November. John 
Anderson was running at 24 per
cent in the polls at this stage in the 
1980 cam paign. Perot has yet to 
state his positions on many impor
tant issues, and much of what he 
has said amounts to little more than 
hackneyed criticisms of the status 
quo without any solutions. He is 
not a legitimate reason to alter a 
position that has helped define the 
Republican Party for two decades.

Ultimately, the GOP simply can
not become pro-choice after all the 
years it has struggled to overturn 
Roe vs. Wade. The party has fought 
hard to end the Supreme Court s 
activism despite the Senate s scan
dalous treatm ent of Robert Bork 
and Clarence Thomas. Pro-lifers are 
anticipating an epoch when democ
ratic choice about abortion is no 
longer usurped by judicial fiat.

Republicans must send the right 
message to George Bush by main- 
taing the p arty ’s strong pro-life  
stand . A fter a ll, Bush has been 
known to vacillate in the past about 
abortion; he abandoned his pro- 
choice position in 1980 when he 
joined the presidential ticket so that 
it would conform to Reagan's.

If the Republican platform is pro- 
choice and if Bush is not doing well 
in the polls, what moral courage he 
possesses may vanish. If that hap
pens, the slau gh ter of the m ost 
helpless and vulnerable members of 
our society will continue indefinite-

In the 1980s, Republican Party 
presidential candidates ran on a 
stron g  p ro -life  p latform  that 

called for a constitutional amend
ment banning abortion. The pro- 
choice D em ocratic candidates in 
these elections found them selves 
able to tally the number of states 
they won on their hands.

Now, however, Republican pro- 
choice entrepreneur Ann Stone and 
others are demanding that the party 
rev ise  its p latform . T h eir v iew  
w ould seriou sly  u nderm ine the 
m oral p osition  of the p arty . 
Moreover, their various appeals to 
pragmatism fail on their own terms.

T hese pro-choice R ep ublicans 
claim altering the GOP's pro-life 
platform plank would draw more 
voters into a GOP big tent." I his 
assertion assumes the Republican 
party craves power for its own sake. 
Of course, observing George Bush 
move from one crisis to the next 
w ith ou t m uch of an articu lated  
agenda or underlying principles 
does lead many to believe this is 
true.

M any Republicans, though, are 
strongly committed to the notion of 
the sanctity of life. For them, win
ning elections is a m eans toward 
the ends of enacting pro-life legisla
tion and appointing judges who 
interpret the Constitution as it was 
originally  understood. They feel 
that if the Republican party casts 
aside one of its most basic beliefs 
for votes, then there is no reason it 
bother maintaining any principles 
at all.

Additionally, the GOP's stance 
on abortion is one issue that differ
entiates it from the Democratic
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Party. It contradicts Jerry Brown's 
assertion  during his v isit to the 
campus that there is no difference 
betw een  G eorge Bush and Paul 
Tsongas. A bortion represents an 
issue w here Bush and his rivals 
clearly diverge.

S to n e 's attem p t to a lter the 
R ep ublican  p latform  is not ju st 
m orally repugnant; it also could 
harm the party in the fall. The win
ning Reagan-Bush coalitions includ
ed pro-life Catholics, fundamental
ist Southerners and those who gen
erally felt a need to revive tradition
al values. Altering the party plat
form would convince these groups 
that Republicans have abdicated 
their commitment to family values 
and that one should not read 
George Bush's lips about anything.

Nevertheless, some suggest the 
pro-choice candidacy of Ross Perot 
could cause a pro-life Republican 
Party problem s. They argue that 
Perot would provide many eco 
nomically conservative voters who 
are pro-choice som ew here to go 
besides the GOP.

Bush does face an osten sib ly  
serious problem in Ross Perot. But 
anybody who cares strongly about 
the rights of the unborn should 
respond with indignation to the 
possibility that this pompous and 
enigmatic billionaire could force the 
Republican Party to abandon its 
commitment to life.

M oreover, though Perot is run
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Liberal immigration policies would benefit Americans
boats leaving behind their family, friends 
and culture for a totaly alien evironment 
all for the sake of a chance to prove their 
worth in an open and free society.

It is a shame the arguments over immi
gration have degenerated into term s of 
economic interest.

Perhaps economically motivated critics 
of libera l im m igration  w ould have us 
pack the Statue of Liberty up into boxes 
and ship her back to France.

. Or better yet, we can alter the engrav
ing on the statue to read, "A m erica the 
closed  p re s e rv e /th a t  d irty  fo re ig n ers 
don't deserve."

Hopefully most Americans will support 
neither of these sentiments.

We must return to past im m igration 
policies to ensure the Statue of Liberty 
remains a beacon of hope.

in the im m ig ran ts ' own best in teres t. 
M inim um  w age law s e lim in a te  m any 
menial jobs because employers are forced 
to o ffer  w ag es g re a te r  th an  th ey  can 
afford.

A liberal immigration policy would be 
a major source of economic strength.

A 1990 Cato Institute survey of 38 ideo
logically diverse econom ists, including 
seven Nobel laureates, found that 70 per
cent agreed illegal im m igrants "h a v e  a 
p o s itiv e  eco n o m ic im p a c t ."  M o st 
agreed im m igra tion quotas should at 
least be substantially raised .

The reasons for the postive impact of 
immigrants are many.

Immigrants bring with them a wealth 
of entrepreneurial spirit and determ ina
tion.

They are ind iv id uals w illing  to risk  
their lives, travel hundreds and thou
sands of m iles on foot or in hom em ade

economic and cultural wealth. Politicians 
as different as Dan Quayle and Edward 
K ennedy have sung the praises of, our 
past immigration policy.

Opponents say the burden on our social 
w elfare system  would be too great and 
that im m igrants w ould take jo b s from  
poor Americans. Criticisms of unrestrict
ed immigration may have some validity.

The millions who will come under an 
unrestricted policy might bring with them 
levels of education, skills and health that 
would stir the hearts of our social work
ers. However, it need not be the case that 
immigrants overburden the welfare sys
tem.

Sensible m easures could ensure that 
they do not. Recent im m igrants should 
not receive welfare. Furthermore, federal 
and state minimum wage laws should not 
include recent immigrants.

This is not a heartless policy, rather it is

Ho p in g  to d isco u ra g e  H a itia n  
re fu g ees from  fle e in g  to the 
United States, President Bush has 

ordered their forcible repatriation.
W h ile  the a d m in is tra tio n  co rre ctly  

assumes most Haitians are fleeing spiritu
ally crushing poverty rather than political 
persecution, it has abandoned the United 
States' traditional m orally inspiring and 
econom ically  beneficial policy  of open 
borders.

The engraving at the base of the Statue 
of Liberty is a testimony to this precedent. 
The tired, poor, homeless, tempest-tossed, 
huddled masses that she welcomed in the 
past are still found in immigrants such as 
the Haitians today.

The director of the National Coalition 
for H aitian  R efugees in N ew  York has 
said the Bush adm inistration's handling 
of the H aitian affair serves only "m em 
bers of political parties, officials of the
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A ristid e governm ent, and w ell-know n 
intellectuals."

Contrary to this narrow  view  and in 
keeping with the spirit of the Statue of 
Liberty, the opportunity and responsibili
ty of freedom should be open to all who 
accept its challenge.

Until the mid-1920s, the United States 
followed a general policy of unrestricted 
im m ig ra tio n , excep t for the sham efu l 
exclusion of Asians. From  1905 to 1907, 
and again in 1910, 1913 and 1914, more 
than one million individuals a year immi
grated to this country.

Hardly anyone would disagree that this 
policy was a success, or that these immi
grants have contributed  greatly to our
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Hey you! Yeah, you!
Come down and join our 
staff for the summer. 
Tryouts are still taking 
place for editorial, sports, 
news, entertainment and 
copy desk positions. Our 
offices are located at 25th 
Street and Whltis Avenue, 
or call 471-4591 and ask 
for Geoff, Scott or 
Roseanne. Jobs pay and 
provide you the chance 
to help produce an 
award-winning paper.

to assist poor study habits of American 
ch ild ren . A lthough the co n serv ativ es 
express no feelings against Big Bird and his 
cohorts, they still say that quality educa
tional programming could be found else
where such as on the cable networks. Yes, 
cable does run a number of fine children's 
programs. Can everyone afford them? No.
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