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The Only
Candidate for
Chancellor?

Extended Chastisement by
Scott Henson and Tom Philpott

ith the promotion of “Dollar” Bill

Cunningham to chancellor of the UT

System, we confess to feeling much
like Michael Kohlhass, the horse trader in
Heinrich von Kleist’s inspiring tale of the
same name. Wronged egregiously by a petty
noble in 16th-century Germany, Kohlhass
sought justice through every official venue,
only tofind ithad been compromised or bought
by his enemies at each turn. Ultimately,
Kohlhass gathered together a band of angry
men and rampaged through Germany sacking
townships, burning buildings, and demanding
with the sword, the torch and the lash what he
couldn’t gain through the court system: that
the petty noble who'd behaved so shamefully
be brought to justice.

Like Kohlhass, Polemicist has identified
injustice and sought its redress through ac-
cepted avenues. In the last three years, we
have documented Cunningham’s complicity
with Freeport in developing Barton Creek and
collaborating with the Indonesian butcher
Suharto, his use of UT resources to subsidize
powerful capitalists, his quashing of academic
freedom in the E306 case under pressure from

Go To Page 2
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ed him: v1gomusly in
d ednonally and par

rm‘ thugs for our trouble): Indeed we

countless polemics lambasting this profane

i, and-worked diligently to galvanize 6pposition to

2 his foul doings on:¢ampus and off. A reviled figure,

o afteratimeC aim appeared in publlc onlyatrisk
of facmg _]eers and epithets from angry mobs.

TALa umversrty withself- -réspecting trustees and a..

ey coumgeous faculty, Cunmngham s administrative ca-

o reet would have ended in shame long ago: Instead the:-

E regents rewarded hitn for his vile behavior by granting
7 himthe most powerfu} postin the UT-System burean-

powerful

! counts now 1n 1836 Smdents at

mSarnuel EhotM‘

: then-Presrdem ancy once called the pollce 10; quash g
! ~ fices at the barest hint of controversy. They behave not.

-like protected intellectuals but like IBM employees,' ;

Atemifice

-the unwersrty councrli

cracy. ] Elev ng:such an -undistingnished academic— -
this mark ng speaahst. a'scholar of sales—-tosucha -
josition  réveals' the moral bankruptcy- and

ia*'organized an 1ndependem mulitary company and

annnunced thatthey would resist the ‘tyrannical move-

% At Harvard in 1834, according
n’sThr‘,eeCenturiesofHarvard.

"Ihen. hell broke: looselt. Th The “black ﬂag of

rebemon ’ was hung from the oof of ‘Holworthy Fur-

rooms.of the Univer-
nts hurled out of the
y: Ebenezer Rockwood
¢ on:their arms, issued a
n: . dissection of the president’s
14 ged his effigy to the Rebellion Tree.
plosion 0ok place in chapel; and when the
okehadcleared, “A Bone for Old Quin to Pick” was

' seen writtenon the walls: ‘Aprinted seniors” “Circular,”
. signed by-a commmee who were promptly deprived of

their degrees; gave their version: of the Rebellion in,
anguage 'so cogent that the Overseers issued a forty-
seven-page pamphlet by Quincy:to counteract iti:
Quincy never recovered hlS populamy

W the most prudxsh and skittish ofall men.” His soluuon g :

“was downright Kohlhassian: Mencken argiied that to. ©

reform the universities, one must begin by burning all. -
*’ the buildings and hanging all the faculty. .

Academic freedom, asRussellJacobyomepomted
out, has decayed into: the freedom.to be academic.
Although protected by the First Amendment and by
tenure; most UT professors shun the burning questions
that haunt the University, retreating to their little of-:

fearful thiat a critical opinion on a company issue might
offend the boss. The great majority, of the faculty, -
including anumber of the self-styled radicals, watched :
idly as student Joumahslsexposchunnmgham smost~ ‘
heinous actions. :
How many professors dissaproved strongly—yet i
srlem.ly—ofCunnmgham stiestoFreeport McMoRan, ...
with its plans to ruin Barton Creek? Will-they niow.. -
speak? Karl Galinsky, former chan-man of the classics
depanmem, privately prmsed Polemicist -&ditors for-.*
exposing Cunnigham’s Freeport ties, and denounced :
the president for using his prestige to profit from-such
an environmentally destructive ven ‘Gnlmskyf
~+bragged that he dofiated money o :AnnRichdrdsand e’

“’Sietra Club, and considered himself an environmental-

ist. But despite his misgivings and professed liberal.

- «:credentials, Galinsky kept publicly silent—will here-

At Pnnceton according to Llpsct SiX" maJor student i/
rebellions occurred between 1800 and 1830 Once,
after three students wereunjustly expelled, “forseveral

days Nassau Hall resounded to the report of pistols and
thee crash.of bricks against -doors; walls and windows.”
These actions must 1ot be. seen as- the isolated

- antics of callow schoolboys Indecd: they.are part of a
+ grand American sradition daung tothe colonial period
of resistance 104 bise ahd mistse of power by arbitrary..”
- authomy. That ]eamed historian ‘Bemard Bailyn re=
countshowin Boston one night; during 4 confrontation. -
‘between colonial Massachussetts: Govenor Thomas

- ; - Hutchi Adams’ :
-phlllsumsm o the insurance executives and oilmen-; utchinson and Samuel s' group the s Of"

d ;of regems In the face of this

Liberty, Gov: HutcthOn could make his way home in
the  dark by sthe. hght of his ‘own burning efﬁgnes

£ Nevenheless we fear that “riews 6f Cunningham’s
e ascensmnwﬂlbemetmcmnpusnotwnhathunderclap
~of determmed revoltbut with the dull thud of pervasnve

¢ Sons of leeny burried the governor’s.
dro 'out of office, and forced‘ :
““Cunningham’s ascension to chancellor were: to be
i stopped, the faculty would have to. initiate the oppos:-

main so.¢venafter Freeport S U’l‘ pomt marn: becomes“
“chancellor?... - s
The shame of the professors lies in therr tter

failure to claim responsibility in the governance of the '

2 “University. Like the courtiers and petty judges who .
- denied Kohthass justice while pandering to p0werful, :

interests, most. UT professors, shuffle meékly: along

".while the board of regents.violates every known aca- -

demic principle. Perhaps they hope :to express their .
outrage at Cunmngham §- promotion vicariously,
through the voice. of student protesL But as we said *

“above; snident activism at UT is sadly but effectively

dead. As evidencé of its demise, consider that the arch-
hilistine Robert Ovetz has emerged as aleader of the
tudent left. With his sullen immaturity and childish
“tactics, he seems hell-benton conﬁrmmgLenm scharge :
‘that “left-wing Communism is an infantile disease.” If

uon, we harbor no ﬂlusnons that thls wﬂl happen

) Our Invaded Umversity
* Like the petty noble in Kleist's tale, Cunningham mrns
to poweiful and monied figures to protect himself from
“the -punishment heso richly deserves. For Michael

“ Kohlhass; the chief obstacle for gaining rembunm was

powerful chamberlmn akinsman of the guilty nobie,

- for whoi' the idea of: Justice: meant pmmotmg the
- interestsof policitalallies, UT dissidents, like Kohlhass,
face a formidible adversary mblockmgCunmngham s

- obscenerise: BemardRapoport,chamnanof American

member of the UT:System Board of Regents. .
" Rapoport petsonally champnoned the idea of nam-

'IncomeLlfeInsmanceCompanymdreeenﬂyappomted .

ng’ mgCunnmghamchancellm' When he]omedtheBoard
covd'd bo‘ihws P 3
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propagandlzmg" their hfestyles Today, RC Leaches
~that if gays and lesbians *‘discharge” their sexual “dis-
" tréss,” they can be: cured of their aberrant sexuahty
Seme former RC meinbers accuse the organization of
. indoctrinating its membership intoa complete reliance
. upon Jackins, If nothing else, RC remains shrouded in
' mystery--very little information on the organization is
* avaitable in the popular press. An outgrowth of L. Ron
- Hubbard’s Dianetics, which employed Jackins in-the
eaily 1950s, RC tends to claim complete loyalty from
1 its Students. ‘

“The past informs and reassures.
: The Future beckons bright.
“+1 face all human.misery

And plan to setit right.”
‘ —-Harvey Jaclans.

enien pervadm the grasstools peace:
.Combining psychotlmapy with:

RC has influenced gmups like - o RN
Lessons from the “Human Side” -

“An RC Fundamentals Class, a year long course,
 teaches students the principles of co-counseling, and is

evexyday polmcal use: Popularm s l the first step to becoming a teacher and leader in what
RC, Teader wummm that amund 300 R e -E Va uatln g R C +jt calls the “RC Community.” For the cost of the class,
il E * beginners receive a copy.of Harvey Jackins’ ‘The

i *Human Side of Human Beings” and *The Fundamen-
by Steve Carr TR talsof Co-Counseling Manual.” From early on students

y Ausumtes have taken classes

chniques. Yet, few peoplein Austin '
riety of chiarges made against the - : “ Jeamn of Harvey Jackin’s seminal importance; Once a
its. founder-over: the years—from RC makw its unage of mental well-being affordahlc 10 " person completes the Fundamemals class, he or she is

ah:sé——because RC: repm  the un- and-underemployed. “Co-couniseling is effec- - theneligible to become a teacher; a leader, and eventu-
falk aboutit. . | ' tive;” says a Kansas: City, Missouri psychiatrist and - afly an arca or regional reference person.
poplﬂarbecuase many leftists find former RC miember, “Blll it’s not new.. People have ‘While RC appears to maintain few traditional con-
umanism’and. the.use of the term . been doing, that for years.” _cepts of psychotherapy, it does insist upon the confi-
ing; RC theary is very simple. Slt “RC-is'more. than its teChmques. however RC's dentiality of the relations between leaders and students,
son, listen attentively, encourage “octogenarian leader; Harvey Jackins, has been accuséd -~ and among students themselves. Studentstaking classes

s elloruemble, andmatpuson‘ of séxually abusing | his female clients. And open criti-" or provulmg counseling are instructed that their shared -
i cism-of: Jackins statsments on homiosexuality and  experience must not go beyond RC. Futher, RC theory
AIDS .liké hiis call toquarantineall people withHIV— - emphasizes the importance of both good leadershipand
d:scmnaged and even forbidden within the organiza- . ‘arespea for leaders, in particular leaders of RC.

'uon RC -at one ume, prohﬂnted homosexuals from. - 'Ata workshop entitled “Creatmg a Ranonal Soci-

- Cunnmgham gets paldto spew such apologies, however * President Bill Cunninhgam in the space he buys in the ‘
*s. decision. o, feature them Observer every issue.. At the time, /Rapopon was
laimed “journal of free . chiampioning Cunningham for chanicellor. {See“Our
“voices” is the m ulganan Someone should tell *Invaded: Univetsity” -section of -the front. page
posmons of powet and prom' ‘Rapoport and the; editors of thi¢ Gbserver, that with Cunninghami-lashing.) In tumn, we. called Dubose and
iect of his bengfactions, former Speaker . freedom, cories the responsibility to tell the truth, . asked whether he would printarebuttal if we wrote o,
i '.anht, left public office in disgrace . ; Inexphcably.Rapopon hassided withreaction,and and'told him we wouldn’t waste our time if he didn’t
. helped engineer theascensnonofperhapsﬂ\e university’s plan to run the letter. He told us to “Have at it.” Later
“most_despised., villain 10 2 position of even‘greater - that day we. brought him a cogent point-by-point
" power, In the process, he has disgraced himself, and . breakdown of Cunninghiam’s article, lashing the UT
ety 1ssueof t.thexas Observer—a - profaned the liberalism he preiends o champion..* . . . president for his obfuscations, and Rapoport for pre-
iden ta]ly stays aﬂoatﬁnanclally only For Kohlhass; justice came only at the price of his ,.sentmg them as fact.
Rapoponhasboughtfull--‘ deaﬂl.]ustbeforehlspubhcexecuuon,l(ohlhassleamed " Dubose’ Scowm-dlccbecamee‘qdemaﬂerhefaﬂed
in wlnch he prints'articles by tlmthenoblewhohadwmngedhlmhadbeen convicted - to return our repeated phone.calls, and held our letter
‘hesuppom Since his appoint- - and sentenced: o twa years in, prison. We hope that auntil- after the regents announced Cunningham’s
Board of Regents by Ann ustice ‘will prevail in’the case of Bill Cunningham  chancellorship. When we finally comered him weeks
' without the university suffering the samie fate 2s this . Laer, he claimed that he had failed to publish the letter
103 ~ " because he considered it libelous. He went sofar asto
claim thatRapopon. an appointed state official, wasn't
a “public figure” in terms of hbel law—a wholly
o specxous claim.
: : We challenged Dubose to show the letter o' the
k : Apolog'ist‘,' T% Observer editor.” “ magazine's libel lawyer, who informed him nota word
o B P violated the Iaw. Dubose then shified, declaring the
fetter “unfair” in its depiction of Cunmngham asa
“perhaps the most despised villain on campus;” and
Rapoport as a “philistine” who had “disgraced himself
-and profaned the liberalism he pretends to champion.”

Between August 1991 an January 1992, the Texas
Obsarver s founding publishier Ronnie Dugger, who
; 'r&ndm in Welifleet, Massachusetts, ‘fired of drove
- away his entire editorial staff for fear of offending his Althoughwe offered Dubose the opportunity torespond

" Iiberal patrons. After this shameful period, which be- ~ and defend those men, he sunply refused to print the

ame known around the office as “the killing fields,” letter.
Dugger somehow convmced former Observer editor Because Rapoport’s money susiains the paper,
fro Spain to reclaim the low- Dubose apparently:feels obliged to portray him in'a
i since Dugger himself had positive light; no matter wiiat his negative auributes.
.+ ' On its cover, the magazine proclaims itself *A Journal
“of Free Voices.” But Rapoport’s ability to: buy the
magazine’s sympathy suggests the magazine’s voices
" are not exactly free. Simply A Journal of Voices”
" might better fit'its edllonal pohcles P
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hreatens Peaceif

! nghts‘ dehnquency, androbbery v

despite. the..

act that the two forces thal would form

theése police themselvw have among the.

poli
= Ui ‘rmepmvxs:onsofﬂ:eaccordsfrom
members of the FMLN an vilian

proposed as-an unmedmte soluuon

- all infrastructure, vehicles, radios and

‘eqmpment of the Treasury Policé-and

the:

tiate the pew police fo unmedxately

Go mment Evnctlons
Land Reform

‘of peasantcooperativesaround the coun:
in_favor of long absentee landlords
& of the most notable evictions ocured:

mid- -March whei the National Police

viciad, the residents of the 11 year old
: lCampeche”CooperauvemUsulman,

ely destroying the. houses and’

perty. of the residents in the process.

’propo‘ <al caled 10,000 NOW” 1 ini- i willingness to legitimize

firm the evictions, including aUs Jesuil
priest and.a member. of the UN. observer
mission(ONUSAL). The police arrested
.and.. subsequemly depoited. the priest
‘when lie attempted to mediate
of the peasams ‘The ONUS

sentative failed tb ot this clear viola- -

“tion-of the accords or intetfere with the
. process ‘in:any way, raising questions
~about the effectiveness; and impartiality

of the UN in overseeing the accords.
Consu-ucnve action by the UN is
critical if thepmce isto take hold. Given
slangh-
th GulfWar.meUNhassofar

‘jplay asmpnsmglyconsm:cuverolem

nflict: Since.

pas
~“t\mswdmtaprﬂau
fthe,,c‘ase,of thie Treasury Police:and the

5 nymﬂle“desmbxlmnono he

e The right wing newspaper Diarl Hoy
vacate agreements made over published 4 poem whicticomplained“It’s
wm: The accords. stlpulate that
. everywhere you ﬁnd ONUSAL 'emis-
ya subsequent arbitration pro-" -
: not yet been fully clarified.

ieless, the govemmenthasalready
begun carrying out a-series of evictons .. 5

a lousy thing, that wherever: you go,

¢ .owners of our

native land.”. More §eriously, the gov-
emment unilaterally attempted to expel
ONUSAL representative without of-
ing any justification for its action.-
oreign Minister Pacas Castro argued

““The govemnment has the right to object

11} anyone and not to give ublic

;cxplanauon, insisting that & incident

was a “private ‘matter” ‘between

" ONUSAL and the gov

issiodi: Dor
Semees of Ausii
teers ;ud donnium stilloe
0,

Olives amf Orange QBrancﬁes
‘ Quest for Peace in the ?romzsec[ Lam{
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. “People ook 6 other people 10:8how the Wa

leader told the group. *One petson gemng Tots ofome -
, it & ,

conclide that ‘the emphasxs on

ac destmys mdwndual initiative:

S authmty ﬁgure 18 nght. that he
. that hls theory and therapy are

leove‘ andoveragammasmany waysashecan '
L they’re kind of powerless to-go else-
 where. That's what cults do:  they deprive people of,

30§, and later 4 victim'of .anti-

Farmer,s.Market
* 16701 Bu /
 |ee7-1193

. ﬂofmdmdualh

§ was an member of t.he Commu~

On the Drag | 2
2200 Guadalupe

' ,Amencan Actxvmes Committee’s (HUAC) investiga-
“tion:into Commiunist activities in the Pacific North-
: west.mckms washaiiled before the committée in 1954,

Jackin’ setesumony to  HUAC reveals the-tragic
mpactanu Commurism had upon him. Between 1939
‘and 119 ckins: organized-a- Young Communist
gue at thé University of Washington in Seattle.

¥ Never compleung his undergraduate degree, he be-
camé 2 labor organizer in the 1940s. He was soon®

expelled—first from local 46 of the International

““Brotherhidod of Electrical Workers, then from the

“Building Setvice Employees’ Union, and from Lodge

751 of the Aero Mechanics™ Union—all for alleged -
Communist activities. On:top of that, Jackins was
- eventually expelled from the Communist Party (CP) ag ¥
well, although-he-took the fifth when asked 10 name -
,former associates by HUAC.” By the' early 19508, -
howevet, hie wentio work for the Dianetics Institite of ¢
Seatile, and by the *60s had woven politics and psy-

chology into'a “New” Heft polmcs of mterpersonal
relations. Onlywhen asked by HUAC about his newly-

developedp rsonalcounSelmg, techmquednd]ackm
wa.x eloquent: e :

“Tam workmg with avery new approach tothe problem
uman bemg :We have dlscovered, a

or the Limitation or the

durmg hlS hfe Now thls is a very

L we” Jackins 1dem1ﬁed was none other than

* The Dianetics Institute of Seattle. At the time, L. Ron -
-‘Hubbard was losmg control of D:aneucstoanumber of

- wroté: to:doctors: attémpting to. distinguish Dianetics

. mamfestauons of group. enthusiasms for it. Dianetics
the begmmng 10 have some sort of

¢ dnectm seekmg out pas fraumatic éxperiences w which

1 memory,meffect, )

ffom panacea claims on its behalf and certain *fringe:

. are oomlnumg m mar: ranonahty and well: bemg of
( e loc ~a desparate attempt to get support from othets To

don ~Melton s Encyslomm :

Handbook of Cults in America, the Church of
Scientology offers an “auditor” who takes a member
through exercises to release their “reactive” mind.
Once this -happens, the individual is “clear" The
Church, however, has itself been embroiled in contro-
versy: the IRS has pursued ‘it for not paying taxes,
former members have accused the Churchi-of brain-
washing them, and after an FBI raid of ns chmches
documents revealed that Scientologists had kept files
on its critics and had tried to mﬁltra!e vanous anu-cult :
orgamzauons

\has faced ns own series of contmversnes Afte nearly G

twenty years of steady growlh a niimber of women
came forward in the carly 1980s, claiming 10 have been
sexually abused by Jackins. One 19-year RC veteran in

.Seattle, where. RC’s international headquarters are lo-

cated, claims.Jackins had sex with “hundreds”, of fe-
miale patients. One of these women, who was 15 years

" old atthe time that] ackms her counselor, was sexually

nvolved with her, brought a suit against him in 1990.

. She later withdrew. the suit after Jackins filed for court

costs should he.wii. Another, Shirley Siegel, formed
STOP Abus¢ By Counselors. Several long time RC
staff members in Seanle began to raise questions about

“ Jackins™ sexual conduct, and in 1981 he fired them,
“according to Seigel. ‘At this point Siegel and: other -
‘women came-forward.
) I ~about all this, kept all his dirty little secrets, began to
in.a teamworkv relationship for oné person 'S intelli-+
genceasa counselor tobe lmked withthatof the person..

“Women who’d been silent

,talk,andlbeganmﬁndouttlmhedhadsexmﬂl
literally hundreds of female clients over a period of

; thm‘.y years,” she said.

Siegel’s personal story is pamcularly pmgnam. In
the mid-1960s, Jackins had pressured Sxegel not o seek

ilen - medical attention for a condition she latet discovered
it ‘ghoverandover,f‘
~and over agmn itis possnble to free an individual from
ffects of: the: distresses. swhich have "

was Krori's discase, instead encoumgmg her to in-
crease her.counseling sessions. “Because T was ill,”
says Siegel, “I.was not. fonctioning. very. ‘well, either
mentally or physically.” Siegel emtéfed. the hospital

- twice needing blood transfusions. “The doctms didn’t
“:'’know why, and Jackins wasn’t saying ‘Go find out.””
~Meanwhile; Siegel was unable to care for her daughter,
““‘who had herself contracted a respiratory ailment. “My
* danghter died in the middle of all this,’ and finally it
~became very apparent to me that I needed help and

soon.” Seigle left RC in 1967.
Fourtéen years later, as women came forward with

y % their stories of sexual abuse; Siegel went to/Washing-
Dianetics’ “personal counselmg" was an atempt to B
|+ position the organizatiort within mainstream psychm-; )

* try. - In an undated form letter (circa 1952), “Jackins

ton State' Representative Georgette Valle to develop
legislation that would regulate abusive: behavior by
counselors and theraplsts RC oppomhmwmelegxsla- :

tion was strong, and. the bills stalled in Committee.

Jackmshunselfrefusedtodnscussmealleganmsagmnst
him. Instead, in an ceri¢ twist of theraputic logic, he
began to develop a theory of human behavior called

dy " *attack™theory that would explain why RC members
" would express opposition to RC.

Jackins proposed that an “attack,” which is bas1

o - cally any criticism of RC; its theory, or its leadership,
*'i8 the result of an individual’s personal distress. Ac-
.-cording to a Fundamentals Class session atiended by

the author; an atiack makes beéing upset a public thing,

counter attacks on RC and its leaders, RC members are

‘ mstmcted to.interrupt the person, approach the accu-

s personial problem of the' accuser, and
v1gorously come 10 the def nse of the £s0n or people
being attacked.
“When Polenuast quened a nmnbet of ‘Austin RC

*leaders on the allegations of J ackins sexual abuse and

the ,organization’s positions: on ‘gays : and HIV, this
;’wnterwastoldmathehaddxstressmmeseareas asdid
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everyone. and needed to have a counse

RC and'its lcadershlp All of the'Area

' andReglonal Rcference Peoplecontacwd i

that use of lier name in‘an article: would
give the impression ofa “dialogue™-—an: -

impression she most decidedly did not:
want to give: When asked if Polemicist -

. could use her name, she simply réplied,
I don’t want your article.”. :

“It-needs to be made immediately -
; clear by othe: RCers,” wrote Jackins in

1983, “that 1o ‘valfure’” can apack an

accept the consequences of her actions ..

i If;she feels bad about it later, she

RCleader withoutlosing some tail feath- - A

ers in the process.” -An RC member in
Maryland, who likened Jackins to Christ

and Joanof Arc, opposed holding Jackins®

accountable; “even if Harvey had-.com-
- mifted murder.”... When- Thomas
-Copeland,- an"elected ‘delegate of the
>, Minnéapolis-St. PanlRC community and
a “vocal opponent of Jackins, tried to
attend the 1981 World Conference of the
‘Re:Evaluation Commuities, Jackins
"+ summiarily refused his application and

shut down the Twin Cities RC organiza- : .-

tion altogethér. Atthis same 1981 World
Conference; Jackins-approved delegates

officially'dropped the long-standing RC .

policy that prohibited counselors from
.xmuatmg or pamcxpaung in sexual rela-
with

Tients. Jackins later explained
~thal the’ policy' served as a basis. for

fror wn.hmth -organizationy

I
“Adult Woman Client”
Whlle RC theories: deflect criticism
: from leaders, they alsa tend to throw.a.

”heavy ‘burden of responsn lty omo ‘the

 Jariidlo, in‘a’ 1982 lctter 1o Washmglon

State Representa

: Hecompares“theadultwomanchem
: andmealcohohc,fatpelson smioker and

others'who have difficulty taking charge
- of certainareas of theirlives.” If Janidl

organization’

ssexuality: [ 2

‘the therapist;offers the alcoholic a drink. - g;

: and he accepts it, ong may question the

» my offering hima drink; but .
i lheulumaw responmbmty foracceptance
~‘or refusal'is on'the alcoholic himself.” ..

" Thie “same is-true: for the ‘adult woman

client. “We females have been encour-

enigaged in sexual activity

ctirig the nightmare of Stalinism|; -
in malsmAmencaseun :

| lishedbyLiberatedLearning, Austin’
Free University. In.case any of you
| haye beenlookinig for the Free U, we

“pape one. We have not ¢

outlook, ‘and’ wﬁl not compromnso

‘ gEdltor' Kathy Mltchell

Contrlbutors.

: Steve Carr, Rich 'd
;Bartholomew, Scott
-Henson, Dave .

;Armstrong; Tom
‘Philpott, Bill Stouffer,
AKamala Platt L
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political power. We cannot effectively and continu-
ously resist the structural violence of the university, the

- govemment or any other institutions without a base of
our own that encompasses and empowers the struggles

-of all whose rights are denyed by structuralv In

_Polemicist «Page8

‘long-term endurance we need. to develop -our-own.
alternative power sources—everyone:ill-effected by
We needtodiscuss how tocreate leadership without
built-in hierarchy. We need to. leamn-to listen to and
respond to each other constructively not defensively.
We nieed to learn how to deflate puritanical judgement
and accusation and other destructive interpersonal -
dynamics, and replace: them with firm and informed
" aticulation of the problems at hand. " .
We need to come to terms with the degrees to which . -
 we all patticipate in structural violences; at the same,
time we need to establish standards of respect whose
violation we will not tolerate; When such a base is in
place exterior crisis can become:opportunity to. focus
support. And coming outof crisis can be opportunity to
reaccess, and developstrategy thatis notmerely reactive
_but proactive. . o : 8

\gree:with some of the authors’ : AT Kamala Ph,“
ailings, 1 hink somemention must 1< Rasponse: Whowillestablishihe siandards
e factors, in particular the, ‘of ‘respect. in’ qur non-hierarchical 2
~“We"?-How do we as individuals
.coalitions of people without hone, '
* nationof specificincidents and the
kind, insecure; vdin, compassiona
guili ridden, needy, abusive, defensive
black, white, asian, indian, latin, woman, man, -old,
o young.gay;traight—#hatmadzthemhappeninprec ly
uf ton fukes, -+ e Dasiin{ - the ways they did: o
: the Ve‘?‘e“‘-‘?“,‘ _varon d_rugs ’ whe'th?r.mtennonally Academic professionalism has taken.its toll on.our
+| ot notihey d;smpwdthelxvesandpnonuwofallofus and filled ith F public debat
O sestotmc 10 them, During Desert Shicld/ 0™on sense and filled us i  fear of public debate.
o she agendas of miost progressive groups fell by The campus rightists and the campus leftists toot the
: same horn. Both fear personal: exposure to public
e £ NOSL < corn. Both cower benedth their robes, hoping that no
uKme ro-lgstand‘e(‘lucauon. one will notice that their-high-minded ideas conceal
ng. on racism, sexism and. . o wirh wrinkled thighs, balding skulls, nipple
: tary and racist attacksonArab hairs, moles, embarrassing childhoods, awkward
spent exposing, discussing . pruderies, disgracefully kneejerk emotional outbursts
-and many different kinds of blinders.
" Why should I fear to subject my ideas and actions to
public scrutiny? What harm can. it do? At worst, they
- canonlyappear flawed. Thisis what the Allen Gribbens
of theworld calltheir “oppression.” Peoplemight hold
. them personally responsible for their.actions and opin-
ions. They might fall from the pedestal of universal
truth into the mire of ordinary debate. Some:young
- .whippersnappér might stand up during & lecture and
call their version of history atacist fraud. They might,
god forbid, feel humiliated and .momentarily nude
- before:a crowd. A : o
g “PC" broadsided the left because academics. left
oy Sty - and right share the same fears of exposure and hide
end” of the Gulf Wat and the . e come kinds of oblique generalities. A Liberal
= : M C‘W’;t?my ’l’c.pqwledge, N0 - cademic does not want io be read any more than a
A1ge d? e ult{tﬂlegoahuqn b\nldm g and moL. . cervative does. The squawkover academic freedom
‘uc‘:hp‘t!bh activismonth panofprogresm vecampus brought liberals to their knees, not because they were
: vil rights abuses and in- guilty of some kind of jargon-ridden conspiracy, but
assert that _because they all know in their hearts that they gave up
academic freedom and replaced it with fear decades
ago. .. U
1818 . " P not saying. that we should renounce. gengrali-
3. ties, but they must be built.of specifics. If at times we
. point, angrily dissect each other, and. laugh:at.one
_another’s vanities we will grow sironger. No one that
1 know of has:died from a good telling off, People who
“_are; afraid to knock their knees together are. never.
- gonna learn to two-step. o

degree, trace their success

building' and. SA.elections of

aterial supportof the SA office, as
iscussion, was vital 10
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Debating PC:

The controversy over political
correctness on college campuses
Paul Berman, ed.; Dell

New York, 1992;

Paperback; 338 pages

by Scott Henson

In reflecting on the national debate
among academics over “political cor-
recmess,” one is struck by the tiresomely
Tepetitive way our country’s leading in-
tellectuals tread endlessly over the same
ground. The only thing anyone has
Jearned for sure is that—if it were still a
question after Allan Bloom’s Closing of
the American Mind—books attacking
academic radicals and liberals sell big.

Roger Kimball's Tenured Radi-
cals—a collection of essays originally
printed in the New Criterion, where he
servesasmanaging editor—fired the first
volley in the recent debate in 1990. But
the really big guns only appeared in
1991, starting with Dinesh D’Souza’s
[liberal Education, which spent months
on the New York Times bestseller list.
Soon PC hit the cover of nearly every
national magazine, and publishers real-
ized that debating PC could mean big
bucks.

Thus it was inevitable that someone
would produce abook like Paul Berman's
Debating PC, an anthology made up
mostly of articles reprinted from the na-
tional press. In his excellent review in
the Nation, Russell Jacoby wondered
aloud if Berman mightn’t at least have
looked past his mailbox for articles. In-
deed, the anthology is useful only to the
extent that it summarizes previous posi-
tions taken. It breaks no new ground, and
in some cases obfuscates issues more
than clarifies them.

For example, Berman reprinted three
articles ostensibly about PC debates here
at UT-Austin under the trite heading
“Texas Shoot-Out.” Although student
journalistic investigations by both Po-
lemicist and the University Review had
focused on the E306 debate, and numer-
ous professors had hashed out the details
of the case in The Texan, the Statesman,
and Texas Academe, Berman chose Ox-
ford graduate and Beltway columnist
George Will 1o represent the conserva-
tive viewpoint and a New Jersey phi-
losophy professor to represent
liberaldom, presumably for balance. This
treatment tells nothing about what actu-
ally happened at UT, and allows this pair
of eastcoastinteliectuals to frame Texas’
debate.

The only article by UT professors,
“The Statement of the Black Faculty
Caucus” by Ted Gordon and Wahneema
Lubiano, addresses a different issne—
multicultural curriculum reform—and
was written before the E306 controversy.
(Perhaps since Wahneema has since
moved to Princeton, Berman thought the
article less parochial.) But since Berman
offers nothing but cursory introductions
to each piece, the reader wouldn't neces-
sarily understand that the latter article
appeared in a separate context.

This sloppy treatment results in con-
fusion, not clarification, of the issues at

... Books

stake. For instance, Paula Rothenberg’s
essay mentions not once “Dollar” Bill
Cunningham’s unprecedented breach of
faculty control over the curriculum, and
by extension academic freedom, around
which campus debate centered. Nor did
itraise the grave issue of wealthy alumni
exercising undue control over university
policy. Rothenberg instead defends the
central assump-
tions of her own
book, which was
briefly considered

these tired and often tiresome cultural
gladiators degenerate into a polemic—
suchasthe one by UC Berkeley professor
John Searte—over whether Western
Civilization is a good or bad thing.
Stanley Fish, former chairman of the
Duke English department contributed a
shameful article entitled“There’snosuch
thing as free speech and it’s a good thing
t00.” Here he argues
that free speech
doesn’t really exist,
because under certain

for use in arevised circumstances it may
E306 and the be restricted, hauling
dropped well be- D EBATI NG PC out Canadian caselaw
fore the THE B and a 1942 Supreme
controversy’s cli- e -jg Court decision on
max. Pardon me, CONTROVERSY £ 2¥ “fighting words.”
but who cares? OVER &f\ & From these examples,

George Will’s #: 2% Fishconcludesthatthe
articlealsofocuses POLITICAL | only real question is
chiefly on CORRECTNESS 2% where to draw the line

8y

Rothenberg’s

between acceptable

book, quoting out ON . and unacceptable
of context from i COLLEGE " speech, and argues a
sef:tions the En- §& & CAMPUSES case for firqwing it
glish deplaat;l]em more n;,lsmcuvel)é. "
never included in Perhaps is
its syllabus. Will r oo o+ Paul Berman thought himself quite
never mentions creative in teasing out

that Rothenberg’s text was dropped
months before Cunninghamcanceled the
course, and the editor either didn’t see fit
or didn’t know enough himself to make
clear this distinction. Especially in UT’s
case, Berman's selections perpetuate
myths rather than dissect them.

The list of contributors to Debating
PC sounds so familiar the entire book
feels like a cliche. lliberal Education
Dinesh D’Souza, Tenured Radicals au-
thor Roger Kimball, Kimball’s boss at

this rationalization, but his argument is
not new. It is the central thesis of Wil-
liamF. BuckleyJr.’s 1952 book Godand
Man at Yale, in which Buckley argued
for restricting the academic freedom not
just of Communist Party members, but
of “Keynesians” and “atheists” as well.
Perhaps Fish plans to eschew his liberal
politics and take a post at the conserva-
tive American Enterprise Institute. His
articlein Debating PC would fitrightin.
By contrast, (ostensibly) liberal Vil-

Fish's reduction of the free speech debate is nothing new. It is

the central thesis of William F,

Buckley Jr.’s 1952 book God

and Man at Yale, in which Buckley argued for restricting the
academic freedom not just of Communist Party members, but
of “Keynesians” and “atheists™ as well, Perhaps Fish plans to
eschew his liberal politics and take a post at the conservative
American Enterprise Institute.

The New Criterion, Hilton Kramer, Irv-
ing Howe, a Cold War liberal and editor
of Dissent magazine, and Assistant Sec-
retary of Education Diane Ravitch all
chime in from a traditionalist viewpoint.
But did we need Debating PC to give
these people a forum?

Opposing views also came from very
usual suspects-—for example, superstar
academic Henry Louis Gates Jr., 1990
Modern Language Association President
Catharine Stimpson, and professors
Comell West and Barbara Ehrerenreich.
Far too often, the arguments between

lage Voice columnist Nat Hentoff’s po-
sition on free speech is a polar opposite
to Fish's, and nearly as silty. Hentoff
attacks “hate speech” codes at universi-
ties, but really this is only a straw man to
hide his real target—left student activ-
ists. Hentoff’s obfuscations typify his
recent drift toward neoconservatism,
which culminated in his endorsement of
Clarence Thomas for Supreme Court
Justice.

Let me say here that I disagree with
speech codes both in principle and prac-
tice, but speech codes have liule to do

with Hentoff’s real position. Despite his
talk of such rules as “gags on speech,”
the heart Hentoff's critique is that “po-
Litically moderate” students are “intimi-
dated,” not banned, from speaking.

The first amendment grants one the
right to speak or print one's thoughts, not
the right to have everyone respect your
opinion. The same first amendment
grants radicals the right to disagree with
the political moderates, even angrily and
boisterously. No one’s rights are vio-
lated, although perhaps some feelings
are hurt, when heated debates intimidate
the meek-minded.

Paul Berman seems not to have put
much effort into this book. Not only are
the article choices uncreative, but frus-
tratingly he compiled no index. And his
introduction to the book reveals truly
shallow thinking. Amazingly, at once
point he comes close to redbaiting those
he calls PC professors. He explicitly
compares PC with “fellow travelling”—
a Cold War liberal’s euphemism for the
activities of Communist sympathizers.

Berman assumes without debate that
PC is a real issue because conservatives
and a few elderly liberals say so. But he
can only discuss PC generally; he never
allows case studies to get in the way of
his arguments. Instead of talking through
actoal incidents, Berman draws an ex-
tended “caricature” (his word)— ‘Race/
class/gender-ism”—and then argues
against that instead of anything real.

He periodically mentions (drops?)
names like Heidegger, Lacan or Fou-
cault as sources of PC, but never cri-
tiques specifically anything they said or
wrote, other than to label Heidegger a
Nazi. One can't tell from this essay
whether he’s even read these thinkers.

Unable to explicate any of the think-
ers behind or within his book, Berman
substitutes mini-bios at the begining of
each article for analysis, and uses them
topuffhisfriends, He calls Dissenteditor
Irving Howe -a “distinguished literary
and social critic” and Village Voice col-
umnistNat Hentoff a *“veteran battler for
free speech and other issues”—Berman
writes for both Dissent and the Voice. On
the other hand, he identifies Henry Louis
Gates merely as an “author” and Edward
Said as a “well-known author.” These
distinctions may serve Berman’s career
goals, but they do not help elucidate this
amorphous “debate.”

Berman’santhology will provide light
reading for individuals who have read
little or nothing about PC, but the book
sadly contributes little toward the
debate’sresolution, and actually misrep-
resents what happened at UT So what
else is new? P
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By Pat Littledog
Cinco Puntos Press, 1991, 125 pp.

by Kathy Mitchell

A woman'’s life is a multi-layered, scattered thing of
many selves and works. An economic theory, like a
glass bowl dropped from a great height, shatters with
her experience. Pat Littledog, in her most recent book,
In Search of the Holy Mother of Jobs, sets out 10 write
an economic theory of women’s work. Instead, she
walks her reader barefoot across the fragments of
theory into a life that fits no discernable discipline,
reaching out to anyone who has ever been broke,
irresolute, giddy, expansive, confident, demoralized
and badly in need of a job.

This “left handed theory of women’s work” begins
mightily, a rumination on maternity, impoverishment,
housework. But alas, an economic theory by its nature
vivisects, edits, freezes the life. Work, not life, is its
subject matter. Capital, market production, the sexual
division of labor, the public sphere, the private sphere,
the heroic, the fecund. These are the ancient bowls into
which economists shovel their statistics until the
nombersoverflow and messily commingle. Whatshould
2 woman put into her economic theory of work? What
should she leave out...

“Should I tell about the shady friendships I then
developed? The acid experiences? The ecstatic rev-
elations which kept me busy? The lack of a broom? The
dirty dishes and sticky floors? If I was going to write a
tract defending housework, urging modem women
back to these magical jobs of ironing and cleaning, then
how was my own history going to fit into thar?”

Marx, the pragmatic humanist, wrote that labor
gave life value, made it discernable, gave its different

nuances a commonality. Labor, he said, created use-

value and market valve, self and other. Yet, while
voluminous about circulation, markets, and alienated
man, Marx abandoned the world of use-vatue and self
creation to the future, Feminist economists coniinue to
struggle clumsily with the double meaning of labor and
the allocation of value to women’s work. Littledog,
addressing “the woman in the moon™ and the 14,000
women who met in Nairobi, begins with poetic value,
“my children and my creativity.”

In a series of bio-mythographical essays, she
tumbles joyfully andsometimes sadly across the middle
years of an extraordinary woman’s life, through jobs,
Tovers, poetry, children, bare mattresses, weedy gardens,
and strip teases. Her world is Austin, and she traces the
windings of the “river that flows under beds and seeps
under floors,” connecting the living corpses in high-
rise office buildings with bookstere visionaries,
nightclub dancers, and T.V. anchormen that swarm
across the screen like bugs, caught in a cesspool too
deep for even the Terminix man.

Littledog confronts labor with poetry, and a sym-
bolism peculiar to Texas. Roaches flutter through the

pages, feeding on the rising waters of a rich fantasy life
that mingles sex and death with the work that keeps
body and soul together.

The black bugs of girlhood horror stories crawl
from an imagined french twist, while she prepares for
her day as a secretary to George Hunk, a lawyer of
remarkable depositions and impeccable questionings.
With Henry Miller in her top drawer, she imagines
herself Kundalini, the serpent of Tantric yoga, caged by
a Playtex girdle and the cap of hair. The goddess of
secretaries protects her from the tired drama of office
screwing by channeling impulse into fantasy. “Along
time ago I was a secrétary,” she later tells Alice the
blues singer while pinning her hemline. “That was a
very depressing kind of work.”

Roaches fill the bookstore basement, enveloping
her body like the man with whom she shares a matiress.
“When a cockroach crawls across my bed in the base-
ment he doesn’t feel slick and black like he looks when
the lights are on, he brushes so lightly and sweetas a
lover-I wouldn’t even shake him off if I didn’tremem-
ber what he looked like, I would let this bed fill up with
fearhery cockroaches, I would let them crawlinand out
of. vlegs..” :

+ nd in an epiphany, she envisions them crawling
outof themouths of gay friends whose lovers have died
of AIDS. “They learn to let the insects crawl in and out
of their ears without flinching, even adapting the un-
earthly cricketcalls as their own, opening their mouths,
allowing streams of black bugs, red bugs mixed with
petals of various flowers, to pour out of them like
buckets of water.”

Taking on the archaic imagery of the lunar god-
desses of death and transformation, these moon-men of
the final chapter pose the greatest challenge to any
simple view of women, men and their labors. The men
flood the world and renew it. They grow beautiful
gardens in the midst of midnight parties created for
fucking. They float in the dark sky, craters of eyes and
anuses. The moon is no longer the same woman {0
whom she addressed her preface, but is man, floating
and sucking.

The woman returnsto earth to be a poet. “Certainly
while I have been typing and re-typing, editing and
throwing out and putting back in and rearranging and
cleaning up and polishing and re-polishing, I haven’t
been doing much housework.” She disrupts the easy
association of woman with fecundity and the home
without denying that these things are a part of life.

The poet, Pat Littledog, soars with an outlandish
humor. Sometimes in the first person, sometimes from
some other person, the tales follow “I/her/she” through
every conceivable job. She creates a new goddess, the
Holy Mother of Jobs, who sits a thixd of the way down
the classified ads of the daily paper. The Holy Mother
tells us of the time the poet sold firecrackers from a
camper by the sideof theroad. “Mr. Pow-Pow Discount
Fireworks: More Bang for Your Bucks.” The poet is
also a seamstress, a party dancer, a scholar (briefly).
Mostly she sold books.

She could be found behind a small counter in a
comer bookstore that anyone who has lived in Austin
over the last ten years would recognize. The dusty and
cramped store was home to raggedy-ass college stu-
dents, dreamers, pot smokers and young punks with
blackened eyes and hair who hoped to become art. Now
the building is something else. And this is the poet’s
second collection of fiction.  also recommend the first,
Afoot in a Field of Men.

“Soldomy job. 1 burncandles. 1burn little packets
of incense. 1 make up chants and charms. I fold what-
ever affection I might have on hand into special pack-
ages. This is woman’s work for those who are left-
handed.”




