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Viewpoint
Refugee policy 
too inconsistent

n estim ated 50,000 lives have been lost in a 
Z j E  country the size of Vermont. Leftist guerrillas, 

X J L  right-wing death squads and governm ent sol
diers have joined forces to terrorize the population of El 
Salvador.

Som e of the people attem pt to flee the sniper fire, 
mortar shells and phosphorous bombing by com ing to 
the United States, where the 1980 Refugee Act grants 
legal asylum  to refugees w h o are fleeing political per
secution and violence. But President Reagan says the 
Salvadoran refugees are com ing to this country only  
for econom ic gains. W hy else w ould they run from an 
honest and fair governm ent that w e support?

The United States will not accept aliens from El Sal
vador or Guatemala because it w ould be an embar
rassm ent to the Reagan administration. The recent 
conviction of tw o Sanctuary workers, w ho ran a m od
ern-day underground railroad for Central American 
refugees, illustrates how  off-base the administration 
policy is.

Jack Elder, director of the Casa Oscar Romero shel
ter in San Benito, and Stacey Merkt, a volunteer work
er at the shelter, w ere found guilty of conspiracy last 
w eek for helping tw o Salvadorans enter the United 
States illegally. But this view  ignores the story behind  
the story. Elder and Merkt w ere aiding refugees w ho  
w ere fleeing political persecution and violence — per
fectly legal under the 1980 Refugee Act.

For aiding nearly 180 Salvadorans escape their war- 
torn country each m onth, Elder faces up to 30 years in 
prison and a fine of as much as $28,000. It is peculiar 
that w e will take prisoners from Cuba but will turn 
our backs on refugees from repressive nations that 
happen to be our allies.

— Ron M u lle r

It’s time to stop 
Reagan ‘mandate’

The New York Times said in an editorial Saturday:
The imperial presidency is back. President Reagan will 

agree to live with a troublesome Nicaragua only if its leftist 
rulers will surrender. If they don't, then he wants an Ameri
can-backed proxy army to overthrow them. And if Congress 
has passed laws that bar this, it is just badly informed and 
those laws are only "proposals ."

O ne  thing to be said for Reagan's blunt words is that it is 
good to be done with the administration's palaver about 
supporting  the Contadora compromise, whereby Nicaragua 
could live in peace if it bars foreign bases, weapons, and ad- 

[ visers. Likewise abandoned is the pretense that Nicaragua's 
; principal vice is smuggling comradely arms to Salvadoran 
■ guerrillas.
’ At his Thursday news conference, the president disposed 

of all this foliage by not even referring to it. Asked if he was
• calling for the overthrow of the Sandinistas, he could hardly 

have been more blunt: "Not if the present government 
would turn around and say — all right — if they'd say un 
cle' . .."

As remarkable as his threat was Reagan s justification for 
it. He castigated Nicaragua for its lack of freedoms, its be
trayal of democratic promises made in 1979 to the Organiza
tion of American States. All that is deplorable, but does not

• threaten American security. Yet Reagan claims a license un-
• der the OAS charter to do exactly what that treaty forbids —
; to use force or the threat of force until a sovereign neighbor

says uncle.
The president's  bellicose message is plainly aimed at Con

gress, which voted last year to end CIA funding of the con
tra  war against Nicaragua. He implies that legislators who 
oppose funding are misguided, or craven.

But it is not craven to hold the United States to the same 
standards by which it judges Soviet misdeeds. It is not mis- 

. guided to wonder why 13,000 rebels have so failed to win 
support within Nicaragua. In four vears, they haven t won

• and held a single town or even unified their command.
There's no way to reconcile these failures with Reagan s 

portrayal of a country subdued by alien invaders as if Ni-
• caragua were Afghanistan. Nor do they square with Secre

tary- of State Shultz's dramatic assertion that Nicaragua is be
hind the Iron Curtain. What holds the Soviet empire

• together is the Red Army, enforcer of the Brezhnev Doct- 
1 rine. Say what you will about the Sandinistas, it isn't the
• Red Army that keeps them in power.

The administration deals with these awkward questions 
by flourishing the president's electoral mandate as if it were 
a magic cloak. But his is not the only mandate. Americans 
still elect a Congress, too, and the one they elected in No
vember is not much different from its predecessor. The 98th 
Congress said stop, and the 99th is very likely to reaffirm 
that "proposal." What is unclear is whether the president 
will finally pay attention.

U.S. desperately needs 
unified industrial policy

Doonesbury

m y  A COALITION OF 
FARM SELT SENATORS 

j PROPOSED A "MAYOFUFE" 
LOAN PROGRAM 10 SHORE 

I  UP THE NATION'S A!UNO 
FAMILY FARMS..

ALARMED BY THE ADMINI
STRA!ION'S ANTI-SUBSIDY 
RHETORIC, BILL SPONSOR 
CHARLES GRASSLBY SAID 
THE WAY-OF-UFE LOANS 
MOULD BE USED TO REFINANCE 
AN IMPORTANT MKT OF AMERI

CA'S HERITAGE,

J?  C=Tfo*

SENATOR, H0UHMLL 
YOU DETERMINE WHETHER 
A FARM FAMILY IS  
ELIGIBLE FOR A  
UiAY-OF-UFE LOAN?

/

IJUELL, FIRST THEY 
MUST PROVE THEY 
STILL MAKE THEIR 
OWN C0RNBR5AD-

A merican industry, once the 
marvel of the world, is in 
deep trouble. Industry has 
historically been the backbone of 

American world power, and the foun
dation of the middle class standard of 
living. But failure to modernize, the 
recessions of the 1970s and 1980s and 
stiff foreign competition have weak
ened that foundation.

Some pundits see the decline o f  ba
sic industries in the U.S. as natural, a 
transitional step on the road towards a 
service economy; manufacturing and 
process industries can safely be left to 
other nations while the U.S. special
izes in service and "high tech" indus
tries.

The growing service and high-tech 
sectors are very important, but it is ba
sic manufacturing industries that 
make the growth in these areas possi
ble. One-fourth of the U.S. gross na
tional product is accounted for by the 
manufacturing sector. Despite the in
dustrial shakeouts, America's m anu
facturing concerns provide employ
ment for millions. Further decline in 
U.S. basic industries will inhibit the 
growth of the new high-tech econo
my, and will threaten this country's 
position as a world power.

The problems of American m anu
facturing are intimately tied to the de
cline of U.S. foreign trade. The U.S. 
trade deficit last year was over $100 
billion. Imports have captured 20 per
cent of the U.S. market for manufac
tured goods. Even high-tech indus
tries are threatened. A Harvard 
Business School study showed the 
U.S. competitive position declining in 
17 of 26 major product categories that 
have significant technological content.

The foreign trade problem is due 
partly to the federal deficits, which 
jack interest rates up, which makes 
the dollar expensive, thus raising the 
price of American goods in other 
countries. But it is also due to the neo
mercantilist policies of some of Ameri
ca's commercial rivals, particularly Ja
pan.

In 1984, the U.S. trade deficit with 
Japan was $30 billion. The Japanese 
government's  Ministry of Internation
al Trade and Industry (MITI) aids Jap
anese business in aggressively mar
keting its wares overseas. It carefully 
restricts access by foreign business to 
Japanese markets. MITI subsidizes ex
ports through tax breaks and keeping 
the yen artificially low, so that Japa
nese goods are cheaper. MITI also en 
gages in long term economic plan
ning, using government funds to 
subsidize "targeted" industries. Com
panies investing in a targeted area can 
count on government marketing and 
research support.

Japan's  export-oriented strategy en
ables Japanese unemployment to be 
passed overseas. Rather than laying 
off workers during domestic slow
downs, Japanese firms simply export 
surplus goods. Japan is able to do all 
this because industry, government, la
bor and academia work together, 
rather than at cross purposes. Other 
countries, such as Taiwan and South 
Korea, are following the Japanese 
lead; to compete, the United States 
must do likewise.

The United States needs to revital
ize its manufacturing industries, and 
it needs to recover its commercial

Further decline in U.S. ba
sic industries will inhibit the 
growth of the new high- 
tech economy, and will 
threaten this country’s po
sition as a world power.

leadership. A national industrial poli
cy, arrived at through consensus be
tween business, labor and govern
ment is needed. I he whole united 
economic and political power of the 
American nation must be mobilized to 
recover the U.S. economic advantage.

Many will decry this as further gov
ernment interference into the free 
marketplace. But America's private in
dustry cannot compete with govern
ment subsidized foreign industries, 
especially after the ravages of the 
1970s and 1980s. Free trade has bro
ken down, and the reality is cutthroat, 
neo-mercantilist trade war.

The first priority should be to get 
the m uddled regulatory house in or
der. The United States has not one, 
but several industrial policies. The 
United States has one policy for the 
farmers, another for automakers, still 
another for steel producers, et cetera. 
Often, these policies contradict rather 
than reinforce. The EPA wishes to cut 
down industrial pollution, while the 
Energy Department encourges use of 
dirtier domestic coal rather than im
ported oil. Such contradictions need 
to be eliminated.

Tax policy is an important weapon. 
The U.S. tax structure still encourages 
consumption, rather than savings and 
investment. Investment in new indus
trial capacity and in export-oriented 
business should be encouraged. 
Conversely, businesses that fail to 
modernize should be penalized.

The government can make powerful 
contributions to industrial research. 
U.S. research spending has been con
sistently lower than that of its rivals, 
perhaps one reason why industrial 
modernization was delayed so long. 
Suspension of certain anti-trust provi
sions, permitting closer cooperation in 
corporate funded research may be de
sirable. Government-funded research, 
if money can be found, is also a 
worthwhile investment.

The productive power of the Ameri
can people and their industrial power
house was once the envy of the world. 
The power of U.S. industry saved Eu
rope and Asia from barbarism, and 
afterwards, built a new world out of 
the ruins. Now that powerhouse is old 
and weak, and it must be rebuilt. If it 
is not, or cannot be rebuilt, then the 
United States has seen its best days as 
a world power and is on the road 
down.
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Complicated explanations 
behind E 346K controversy

Cullom  is an economics senior.

¥ he only observation that can be 
made with certainty about the 
E 346K controversy is that any
one who ascribes it to a single cause is 

clearly mistaken. The demise, prema
ture or not, of the course reflects a va
riety of problems in the state and the 
university. No doubt, the threat of 
budget cuts prompted the suggestion 
that the course be waived and, as
suredly, the demonstration value be
fore the Legislature was duly noted. 
The problem of non-tenure-track fac
ulty reaching the appropriate length 
of service for tenure consideration 
may have been solved. And then 
there is the fratricidal English depart
ment itself, with its undeclared wars 
for jobs and graduate students be
tween the tenured and the non
tenured, the rhetoricians and the liter
ature teachers. And, of course, there 
is the staffing problem.

The author of the proposal, James 
Kinneavy, holder of a few chairs in 
liberal arts and former director of 
freshman English, remembers that the 
institution of the course required the 
approval of the department, the col
lege, the University Council and the 
general faculty, a process that took 
several years of debate. But when the 
course was made an elective in a peri
od of about a week none of those aug
ust bodies was polled. And Kinneavy 
says that a dean, who would like to 
remain anonymous, told him that 
even the deans were presented with a 
fa it accompli.

The stir over E 346K will probably 
be the last crisis witnessed by UT 
President Peter Flawn and, in a way, 
it is an unfortunate finale. The presi
dent has largely reached the goals set 
for this administration and perhaps 
traveled a little beyond them. Flawn 
came to the university at a time when 
the campus was known for unrest: his 
immediate predecessor had been 
hired despite not being on the final list 
of the search committee, and the pre
vious president had been fired. With 
an able assist from the more conserva
tive tenor of the times, Flawn leaves 
campus more peaceful than he found 
it. He has pu t the university on a more 
business-like footing, controlled en 
rollment and rattled the tin cup with 
skill. And he has, at times, shown a 
vision unique among those who have 
occupied the office, as in his concern 
for minority enrollment.

Still, once again, a department has 
exploded at the university, as govern
ment did five years ago, and the now- 
disassembled College of Arts and Sci-

Nick Dauster
Texan Columnist

enees before it. After a number of 
these things happen, one begins to 
suspect tha^ there is some sort of pat
tern operating here, some sort of 
structural flaw below the periodic 
tremors. The University has the dis
tinction of being one of the few, and 
perhaps the only, major American 
university to have a book, Ronnie 
Dugger's "O ur Invaded Universities," 
written about its political struggles, 
not only those taking place on the For
ty Acres, but those which have trav
eled north along Congress Avenue.

That is the other thing, besides the 
oil money and the football team, for 
which the university is famous. One 
cannot think of outlawing "politics" 
from campus: wherever humans meet 
to allocate resources — and the Uni
versity is above all a resource — "poli
tics" is simply the vague term used to 
describe the decision-making process.

Some University eminences recently 
went to the Legislature to complain 
that the budget squabbles were scar
ing away the large names in engineer
ing. Perhaps it takes a willful Legisla
ture to frighten engineers; large 
names in other fields have been avoid
ing the University for years. The situa
tion has, it is true, eased recently with 
higher salaries and the Ph.D glut, but 
anyone who went to a professional 
conference in the 1970s heard about 
Frank Erwin's police pulling students 
from trees and the firing of John 
Silber, dean of Arts and Sciences, just 
as an earlier generation heard of the 
firings of writer J. Frank Dobie and U T 
President Homer Rainey. This prob
lem is not of Flawn's making, it must 
be admitted; but it does indicate a lim
itation in his vision of the University 
and that of those who chose him that, 
once again, the process, has been re
stricted to the precincts of the tower.

One will miss the departed col
leagues, but the real lesson of the E 
346K fiasco lies in what it reveals 
about the process at the University. 
The means are the ends. There are 
univerisities in the nation where the 
departments elect their own chairs, 
where search committees are respect
ed and catalogues are not altered 
without departmental input. The Uni
versity of Texas struggles toward "ex
cellence" in spite of itself. The invad
ed university remains invaded.

Dauster is graduate student.

Firing Line

by Garry Trudeau

AXLE wastes time
We must admit to being just a bit 

appalled at the actions of AXLE, U I s 
Alliance of Students for a United Left. 
Their recent protest of the missile and 
cannon residing at Steindam Hall and 
the resultant petition is just another 
illustration of AXLE's seeming surplus 
of both time and energy.

Actually, we're disgusted on two 
levels. First, the very concept that a 
missle and gun, both non-function
ing, can promote aggression is ludi
crous. Perhaps, if it prompts so much 
aggression in AXLE members, they 
should go and join the Army. It's a 
great place to start. But, seriously, we 
are s tudents at a major university. The 
weapons are relics from a past war 
that our country participated in. Just 
because a person doesn 't  like war 
doesn 't  mean that the weapons 
should be removed. We think that it's 
a safe assumption that most people in 
America do not want a war to occur. 
We are also going to extend that as
sumption to those students participat
ing in the UT ROTC programs. Per
haps the missiles can be seen as a 
symbol that we have risen above the 
things of war.

The second thing that AXLE gets us 
mad about is a bit more personal. 
Don't the members of AXLE have any
thing better to do with their time than 
protest? There are starving people all 
over the world who could use a little 
constructive, cooperative effort on the 
part of everyone, and the members of 
AXLE are protesting the shell of a mis
sile. It would seem that if they were so 
interested in peace that perhaps they 
could find a good, peaceable cause to 
support, like world hunger. Maybe 
even an immediate need, like starving 
Ethiopians.

To sum up how we feel, it would

have been okay if AXLE were an or
ganization that had done things for 
some good cause. Or even if they had 
something concrete and reasonable to 
say. But, instead, all they do is protest 
without offering any depth in return. 
Such a waste of time and money could 
be better served elsewhere. Get out 
the silver spoon, guys.

Rick Carlton 
D rA

Darren Kelly  
DPA

Faith shouldn’t matter
As a concerned student voter, I am 

not yet sure as to whom I wish to rep
resent me as president of the Stu
dents' Association. Should I vote for 
Jeff Eisenberg and place my faith in 
the Jewish-UT Greek candidate with 
whom I can identify, or should I 
rather place my confidence with Scott 
Scarborough, certainly the most expe
rienced of the four candidates? Clearly 
the dilemma lies in choosing between 
secular identity and experience. Until 
recently I was leaning toward Scarbor
ough. Today, however, I noted that 
Scarborough and Gallo's posters 
asked if it was not time that we have a 
chance. I can interpret the "w e" to 
represent the Christian majority for 
which Scarborough erroneously be
lieves he is an outspoken member. 
Furthermore, in his response to Texan 
questioning in Friday's paper, Gallo 
implies that a "positive step" would 
be taken by changing the trend of ex
ecutive officer election. Certainly it is 
well known that three of the past four 
executive officers are of the Jewish 
faith. With this idea in mind, Scarbor
ough and Gallo have decided to effec
tively reduce this election to one of 
secular choice. I believe that any intel

ligent voter should reject this unfor
tunate descent into a religious race.

Kevin Abel 
Electrical engineering

Cuts hinder education
It's sad that our Secretary of Educa

tion William J. Bennett has little re
spect for a vital base of America's 
framework, the right to equal educa
tion. He questions whether so many 
students should go to college, stating 
that a much higher percentage of our 
high school graduates go to college 
than in other countries. He went as far 
as to say that he would honor his son 
if he requested $50,000 to start a busi
ness instead of paying for his Harvard 
tuition. Unfortunately, the students 
that will be cut off by the financial aid 
reductions (a 25 percent cut) proposed 
by the Reagan administration and 
supported by Bennett, will not be able 
to cough up $50,000 to start their own 
businesses. Bennett is obviously de
tached from the real world. Under the 
new proposal, families with $32,500 
annual incomes are ineligible for sub
sidized loans and the maximum yearly 
federal aid would be $4,000 to any in
dividual. This is ridiculous. First, a 
family with this income cannot afford 
to send a student to college. Further
more, $4,000 a year is not sufficient to 
support a student.

What it boils down to is this admin
istration's desire to create an educated 
and wealthy oligarchy, by excluding 
the poor and the middle class from 
these benefits. An educated populace 
is a cornerstone of democracy". Dicta
torships of both the right and the left 
have thrived where the vast majority 
are uneducated, and often come to 
power by killing or driving out the ed
ucated, as in the case of China.

Even Bennett's predecessor, Terrel 
Bell, maintained that the cuts will 
"clobber s tudents ."  John Brademas, 
the president of New York University, 
said the proposed cutbacks "threaten 
an entire generation of scholars." Ben
nett was appointed  by Reagan not be
cause he would help education, but 
because he would support anything 
Reagan handed  him. In effect, Bennett 
is to America's education what James 
Watt was to America's interior.

James DeGregori 
Microbiology

We need Oxygen Day
Sooooo ... another Blue Jean Day 

has come and passed us by. Almost 
didn 't  notice it — except for the guest 
column in The Daily Texan (shoulda 
known). Last year, there was a prolif
eration of pre-event publicity, and we 
can't help but wonder what happened 
this year. We are left to conclude that 
after the thrashing the homosexual 
community received last year, they 
decided to be sneaky little farts this 
time around.

Good thinking.
They knew that if they pulled their 

ridiculous little stunt this year, some
body was going to rally the heterosex
ual community around a proposed 
Oxygen Day. Well, here we are.

We the undersigned would like to 
see those w ho practice in or support 
heterosexuality to show their support 
by breathing. We'd like to add a new  
wrinkle to the event by scheduling 
more than one day for our glorious 
cause ... so circle the days March 1-31 
on your calendar and breathe.

M atthew W. Welch 
Liberal arts

Editor's note: This letter was signed 
by nine other people.


