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We have judged the following people and
institutions — and found them wanting.
We hope they are duly chastened..

Mark Weaver
‘Tight-assed religious nut

Alter tsying (o impose — uftimately unsuccessiully —
his anti-humane morality on HEB, the religious bigot set
his sights on Austin-arca headshops. Just as the idea that
adults should be able to decide with whon to have sex
offends Weaver, the idea that adulws should decide what o
smoke offends him, t00. Perhaps the Jargest irony is that
right-wing zealots like Weaver arc always the first o
condemn the left for its lack of commitment 10 “free
markels.” Bul whether they’re condemning abortion serv-
ices, headshops or homosexuals, it’s the right wing that
continuatly bends the “invigible hand” of free-market
commerce to stroke their own blighted morat agenda, We
would guess that Weaver's driving need to dictate others’
morality stems from exiernalized self-hatred, likely sox-
ual repression. Whatever the cause, however, we wish
he’d spend more time in church and less time harassing
law-abiding citizens.

Karen Adams; Texan editor
Robert Wilonsky; managing editor

Karen Adams and Robert Wilonsky have disgraced
themselves and their newspaper with their cc al
a recent symposinm on Texan racism, At the confer-
ence, assistant journatism professor, Mercedes Lynn de
Urlarte, told the following lurid tale about Adams:
After incidents of racially i ilive cover-
ageand cartoons last spring, a groupof bluck and Latino
students approached Adams with the idea of holding
workshops at the beginning of the semester on minarity
sensitivity. She agreed in principic. Then, these stu-
dents broached the subject with de Uriarte, who studies
media geof Latino cc Ities, Sheagreed too,
but contacting Adams proved impossible. De Urianc
phoned Adams six times, leaving a message cach time.
Then, she sent Adams a leuer through campus mait,
When that failed, she hand delivered another letter to
The Texan offices, Finally, in frustration, de Urlaric
sent a certified letter, return receipt requesied, so that
there'd be proof she'd contacted Adams. Adams never
responded. In (act, she never even met de Uriarte until
the day of the symposium, five months later, When
Adams was confronted with the story at the conference,
she blamed her failure 1o respond on de Uriare’s
“bilingual answering machine,” which she claitmed she

b A
We Hereby Chastise...

semester stintasenteriainmenteditor, Witonsky blamed
the incident on an “editing error.” We'd like to know
who ediled this bigoted phrase into the enterfainmient
editor's prose. If Wilonsky will tell us, we'll chastise
the culprit in the next igsue.

We do, however, | the Texan ut for
emerging {rom their basement 1o face the public. They
should do it once a week — it could only improve thetn
as people, and it coutdn’t burt their paper.

The Young Conservatives of Texas

When you see young men at & gay-rights rally holding

signs like “Put ‘em in jail, gays are criminals” and “Thank
God for the Earthquake” in San Frasicisco, the obvious
response is: they doth protest oo much; they're compen-
sating for their own lack of sexual security. What else
could drive adulis o applaud the desth or imprisonment of
innocent people? But no personal deficiency can excuse
the ignorant, narrow-minded bigotry of those remarks.
Nor do the YCTs apologies, which The Texan printed in
its Oct. 20 Firing Line. Brian Wordell, YCT chainman,
announced thatthe Bible teaches his group Lo “hate the sin
but love the sinner.” (The Bible also says that “It is good
for a man not totouch a woman™ } | Corinthians 7: 1), Does
Wordell suppont that statement, 100?), Wordell's sort of
hateful, stunted, philistine Christianity desccrates the
cgatitarian New Testament ideag it purports to champion.
Geolf Henley, shown laughing in the Oct. 19 Texan ng he
holds asignadvocating imprisonment for one-tenth of the
U.S. population, said in his letier that he didn't mean 10
advocate imprisonment for homosexuals, but rather o be
polemical. We wish he wouldn't use thal phrasé, which
we've grown rather fond of, to justify his prejudice sand
asininity.

Another ugly facet of the YCT incident was The Daily
Apologist's editorial indifference (o the issue. The cam-
pus gity community and their advocates deServed support
from the edliorial board in the face of this hatred. Yet
Apologist cditor Karen Adams chose instead to chide
President Bush for failing to assassinate Norlega, We're
sure that Bush will do better next time, chastencd as he is
by Adams' disapproval. But she should have used the
space 1o lash out at the YCT. A former card-carrying
member of the group, perhaps Adams thought that speak-
ing out would compromise her “objectivity.” Or maybe
she simply agreed with her reactionasy pals, Either way,
suchsilence does nothing to improve The Datly Apologist' s
well-descrved reputation for insensitivity to minority
issues.

The Daily Texan Budget Commitiee

couldn’t understand, We don’t buy this— “beep” is an
international language, Though obviously aslip, Adam's
comment reveals 2 subtle racism she may not even
know exists. But it did nothing 1o soothe the justificd
anger of the largely black and Latino crowd.
Conveniently, Texan reporter Leslic Wimberly left
out this section of the dialogue in her news story the
following day. Perhaps her editors deemed it unfit 10
print. She also must have been out sharpening her pencil
when Robert Witonsky shamed himse!f, During one of
Wilonsky’s lengthy apologies for racially insensitive
coverage, BSA member Brandon Powell confronted
him with his reference lo “excessive negro croich
grabbing” in a column he wrote during his. thre¢-

The Daily Apologist budget committee — controlied
primarily by the editor, the managing editor and the news
editor — decides which stories the paper will print, as welt
as where in the paper they will run, On the Monday
following the Texns-OU game, these vulgarians devoted
fully two-thirds of the front page 1o the two-day old story
of Texas’ victory. Buried under the football hype was a
five-inch story about Hurricane Jerry, which devastated
Galveston island and kitled 1wo Texans. On the same page
was a short picce on how the University iy loaning $3.5
million to the Navy to expand the Applicd Rescarch
Laboratory at Balcones, On page three the siock market

was crashing.

Wihen will these people fearn? Promoting football jin-
goism isn’tthe jobof the student newspaper - it's the job
of the UT adiministration, which benefits when the prob-
lems of understaffing, racism and homophobia are ob-
scured by such trivialitics.

Texan staifers spend much of their time trying 1o
emulale professional newspapers. In this case they suc-
ceeded. lust like thie national press, 1he Daily Apologist
let sensationalism and the lure of the spectacle over-
shadow the important issues of the day, By embracing
sensationalism, The Texan might gain a fow readers, but
it guarantees that substantive issues will continue to be
ignored. The stadent newspaper shoukl be more than a
mouthpicee for the UT adiministeation — unfortunately,
that’s the yole Texan leadership chovses for it to play.
Mayhe il The Texan considered the regents’ misappro-
priation of funds to the Navy more important than a
foatbalt game, UT would hite coonomics professors in-
stead of spending $1 miflion for a new scorcboard m
Memorial stadium.

Randall Tate, a.k.a. “Caplain Apology”
Advisor, Texas Union Distinguished
Speakers Commiitee

We fear that Randall Tate fancies himself a young
James Wil The Polemicist editors invaded a recent
Distinguished Speakers Ce ing 10 ask why
only conservative, white, straight (or closeted) male speak-
ers had been on the conunittee’s agenda. (To dote, the
speakers had consisted of Ross Perot, Clayton Williams,
Jack Rains, Mark White and Kent Hance.) Tate proceeded
to whisk us out of the meeing room, take us in the halt and
barrage us with apologies and equivocations. When the
meeting ended and the commitiee members were leaving,
Tate grabbed one editor's arm and began thrusting his
fingets at minorily members, saying, “See? We have
minoritics, Look, there's blacks, Hispanics and there's
some Asians,” Pulling ourselves from the clutches of Lhis
addled white man, we wished he would just go away and
let us talk to the people we came to talk to, Freed from the
presence of their “advisor,” the remaining commiitee
members aciually walked Lo vs with concern and inelli-
gence. Given the “ndvice” of a PR hack like Tate, it's a
wonder the commitiee has done as well as it has, Union
committees would do wetl to dumgp their advisors if they
all practice the blatant sort of tokenism displayed by Tate,

University Residence Halls

They may think they're being funny, but the Residence
Hall members' recent choice of Alcohol Awareness week
T-shirts show scurcely more enfightenment than the YCT’s
disgraceful attncks on gay people, “We're looking for a
few good virging,” the shirts declare, invoking the old
chauvinistic fantasy of “breaking in* virgins, What they
should be looking for isa way to stop objectifying women,
With all the tecent [lack over “Why beer is better than
women” shirts, plus complaints over the (raternitics’
never-ending insistence on insulling African Amcericans
in their shirts, youd think the residence halls wouk! want
Lo avold alicnating half their patrons, When you sce them
peddting their offensive wares on the West Mall, don’t
justwalk by: Chastise them, and aayone you sce wearing
one.
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Racism or incompetence?
Why UT can't recruit minority faculty

by Meredith McKittrick

in 1987, the English departiment no-
ticed that UT had theoretically integrated
a few decades ago, and hired the first
black professor into the department.
Wahncema Lubiano, who teaches Afti-
can-American literature, was lured here
withassurances that the departinent would
hire another scholar in her lield, creating
a mini-deparunent within the larger de-
partment.

Two years Jater, Lubiano remains the
only black in the department, and also the
only person teaching African-Amecrican
literalure. As of next May, there will no
longer be anyone in the depariment spe-
cializing in that subject, because Lubiano
is fed up and leaving.

“1 will not be employed at this univer-
sity unless there’s no employment elsc-
where on the face of the earth,” she said at
the beginning of the semester, after an-
nouncing her inlention to resign.

Last spring, the economics department
attempted to recruit Sandy Daugherty, a
black professor who had taught at UT
several years before. The depariment
proposed to eventually recruit other mi-
nority professors, who would in turn at-
tract minority students to the department,
creating a concentration in minority eco-
nomics. Daugherty rejected the offer,
according (o Lubiano and cconomics pro-
fessor Michael Conroy, because the ad-
ministration did not show enough support
for the idea, and his present university
made him an even more lucrative offer to
persuade him to stay.

The university has paid a lot of lip
scrvice to minority faculty recruiting in
the last decade, usually with few results to
back up the talk. In 1981, therc were 34
black professors and 57 Hispanice profes-
sors, In 1987, after years of alleged re-
cruiting efforts, members of the admini-
stration looked around and noticed some-
thing: the faculty seermed justa little bit—
whiter, Their eyes didn’t fool them; in
1987, the number of minority faculty had
aciually decreased to 28 blacks and 56
Hispanics, despitc a total increase of 110
professors. In 1986-87 alone, cight mi-
nority professors left — seven Hispanic
and one black.

The numbers improved in 1988, the
year the much-publicized President’s fund,
which provided $400,000 to create ten
new positions for minority faculty, went
into effect. That year, 18 minority faculty
joined the staff — ten on the fund and
eight through department funds — and
two left, bringing the percentage of mi-
noritics to nearly 4.5 percent of the total
{aculty. An abysmal figure, maybe, but an
improvement over the 3.8 percent of the
year before.

But this fall, things werc a little quicicr
in the Tower. The total number of minor-
ity facultv increascid by eight — half the

previous ycar’s figure, with ten hires and
two resignations. Of these cight, only
three were hired on the President’s fund,
which is suddenly being portrayed by the
administration not as a cancrete fund, but
as flexible incentive program offered to
departiments, in case they'd like 1o take
advantage of it. Scen in this light, of
course, minority recruitment for the last
year looks like less of a failure, at leaston
the part of the administration.

Liberal arts dean Standish Meacham
also says he thought the fund was about
$400,000. With an ulra-respectable
university source confirming this, let’s
look at what happened to the 70 percent of
the money that didn’t go to professors.
Mecacham says he was under the impres-
sionthatthe fund was simply outof money
when it came time 1o fund one candidate
who was rejected by the provost. “1 know
it’s hard to believe thcy can run out of
money in the Tower, but it happens,” he
says. That’s not so hard to believe; the
University does have a finite amount of
money, enormous though that sum is, It's
just that UT runs out of money at the
darndest times, like when a department
wants $40,000or so 1o hire a minority pro-
fessor.

But many faculty don’t think the ad-
ministration ran out of money to hirc
minority scholars, just the motivation to
hire them. Vice President Ed Sharpe said
competition for minority scholars is get-
ting tighter, and UT just couldn’t find any
more candidates. Disgruntled faculty who
did find qualificd candidates debate that
claim. “That nonsense about a small poot
is just silly,” says Elizabeth Fernca in
Middle Eastern studics. “That may be true
in quantum physics, but it’s certainly not
true in liberat arts.”

Sowhatdid happenin liberal arts? Let’s
look at some candidates who might have
taken those seven unfilied President’s fund
posilions, since the administration ne-
glected to mention them while touting its
success at minority recruiting this ycar,

Anthropology

During the first year of the President’s
Fund, the anthropology department re-
cruited four minority scholars, two of
whom were sponsored through the
President’s fund. Last spring the depart-
ment nominated another candidate, who
was approved by the departmentat com-
mittee and the dean, but vetocd by provost
Gerhard Fonken. Many professors be-
lieve the candidale was rejected because
either a) the administration {elt anthro-
pology got its share of President’s fund
scholars the year before, or b) the ad-
ministration belicved the department had
enough minority professors already. An-
thropology chairman Jocl Sherzer said no
reason was given for the rejection, but, *1
suspect that we were so successful the
previons year they decided to give the

R

candidate toother departments. And that’s
not an unreasonable argument.” But no
onc else got the candidate, and itis hardly
{air or wise o make a deparument that is
taking advantage of the program sit back
and wait [or other departments o recruil
and hire minority (aculty, particularly
when many departments liave no inten-
tion of taking advantage of the program,

Fonken cannot recall his reasons lor the
veto and can’t cheek the record without a
name, he said. (Deparinents usually do
not give out the names of candidates they
are recruiting.) This raiscs several dis-
turbing questions. Does the provost veto
$0 many appointments (hat he simply can
no longer keep them all straight? Or does
he just not find such a decision a big deal,
and so he forgets it a few montbs later?
Whatever the case, the anthropology
department should not be left at the mercy
of a chemist who knows nothing about
anthropology and can’t recall the candi-
date he told the department it could not
hire.

Economics

Economics, says Conroy, may be the
only department in liberal arts with no mi-
norities. Actually, economics is doing
better than some liberal arts depariments,
such as philosophy and classics. Econom-
ics at least has an African professor, even
if he is not tenure-track, If the failure to
hire Sandy Daugherty can be atributed to
a lack of enthusiasm, or to outright dis-
couragement on the part of administra-
tors, then it's incxcusable. Government
professor and director of Mexican Ameri-
siudies Rudy de la Garza says he
suspects most people at UT want only the
most brilliant minorities in their fields —
a standard certainly not set for the rest of
the faculty here. If people were willing to
hire minority scholars who exceeded the
minimum but were not in what he calls the
“Nobel prize winners” catcgory, then,“We
could hire a great many more faculty that
we are now doing,” he says.

The lessons of Lubiano and Daugherty
have notyet taught UT that good minority
scholars are in enormous demand and
don’t have to put up with the bulishit the
adminisiration frequently dishes out to
them. Had the university been more hos-
pitable to Daugherty, economics might
have had one excelient minority professor
now, with more to follow.

English

Unlike the previous two examples, the
bungles in the English department arc the
fault of the department heads, as well as
the adininstration. And uniike the other
two departments, the situation prompted a
professor 1o leave,

Liberal Arts dean Standish Meacham
calls Lubiano’s intention to leave “de-
pressing. IU’s pretty hair-raising.” But
what's depressing and hair-raising.is that

for two years Lubiano and several others
in English fought a frustrating and unsuc-
cessful batile to increase minority repre-
sentation in the department.

Six candidales were considered last year
in what professor Ramon Saldivar calicd
“a sparkling opportunity” (o increase
minority representation in the deparunent.
Of these, three were rejected by the de-
partmenial cxecutive commilice. In one
ofthe more notable cases, aChicano writer
was deemed “not good enough,” although
the person is known nationally and inter-
nationally and recently received a major
publishing contract.

Two other candidates were approved
by the commitice but rejecied by former
liberal arts dean Robert King for the sake
of “ideological balance” within the de-
pastment. The committee did not protest
either of those decisions. Last May, Saldi-
var resigned from the commiitee because,
“I felt that minority recruitment was not
being done with sufficient seriousness,

The committee and King actually did
approve the sixth candidate. Buthe the re-
jected an offer of fuil professor to remain
an associate professor at his university.
Allthings considered, it is hard to fault his
career decision, or Lubiano’s.

Lubiano’s colleagues don't think she's
in any danger of becoming a martyr. So-
ciology professor Johnny Butler said, “She
is 100 talented to stay here. Why shoutd
she beat her head up against the wall in a
mediocre department when she can go 1o
Stanford or Yale?” He adds, “Everyone
can’t be a Jackic Robinson.”

Ideals versus ldeology

But many minority professors at this
University are Jackic Robinsons, and it
makes for poor retentjon and even poorer
recruitment. The above departments are
notalone in their minority recruiting scan-
dals and problems. Chemistey, computer
science, astronomy, botany, geology and
philosophy have no minority professors.

See Minority, p. 11

Polemicist Repents

The ‘ediiors: apologize for the fol-
lowing errors from the first Polemi-
cist.

—The. photos on the El Salvador
spread” werc <taken by Peter
Robertson.

—= Ralph-Tomlinson deserved re-
scarch creditfor his help on the Hans
Mark.picce.

~<Scott. Henson: wrote "Radical
Alternatives to Understaffing." Tom
Philpott wrote ‘the Poiemicist
Manifesto.
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Sematech and You

How UT's Industrial Policy Screws Students

by Tom Philpott
and Scott Henson

As (he students who couldn’ get re-
quired classes this fall know, a dramatic
“gverenrollment crisis” — what
Polemicist calls an understaffing crisis —-
plagues the University, President Cun-
ninghamcompiainsthat the problem stems
from a lack of funds for undergraduate
education. What he docsn’t icll you is
where those funds wenl,

Cunningham may be ashamed to admit
it, but his university has become little
more than a romper room for wealthy
capitalists anxious to divert public funds
into rescarch projects for their private
businesses. Economists call this practice
“industrial policy.” Even as the Univer-
sity spends tens of millions of dollars to
attract high-tech and defense industry,
students sit herdlike in huge auditoriums
with barcly ashepherd —ofiena graduale
student — 1o guide them,

Despite the rhetoric of UT presidents,

t 1t and Texas polilicians, this
policy undermines both undergraduate
cducation and the sute’s cconomy. So,
Polemicist decided © delve into the his-
tory and politics behind UT's industrial
policy, to pose the question: Does indus-
wrial policy really benefit cither education
or the sate?

INDUSTRIAL POLICY AND THE
UT STUDENT

One great myth of the understaffing
crisis states that the UT System is somc-
how loo impoverished 1o hire teachers.
Acuwally, the UT-Auslin budget has more
than doubled since 1979, whilc growth in
undergraduatcenrolimentand faculty has
been modest (sec “Cunningham,” page
nine). What follows is a preliminary look
into a few of UT’s more famous forays
into industrial policy, by nomeans an ex-
haustive list. But the question remains
Where has alt the money gone?

MCC

One place it's gone is 10 buy land,
capital and personnct for Microclectron-
ics and Computer Technology Corpora-

Percentage Increases Since 1979 T
Department Undergrads Faculty
Economics 335.8% 17.1%
English 72.3 -3.8
French/Italian 25.6 2.4
Government 443 -12.0
History 88.6 6.9
Spanish/Portuguese -15.7 23
Astronomy 10.2 49
Computer Sciences 40.8 94.8
Mathematics 50.5 6.1
Microbiology 91.8 0.0
Electrical/Computer Engineering 14.6 46.1
Mechanical Engineering 153 373

tion (MCC). According 10 the Ex-Stu-
dents Association’s Alcalde magazine, UT
spent $14 million in 1983 for land and
buildings as part of an incenlive package
10 draw the consortium. As part of the
agreement, MCC pays the University only
$2 rent per year, over a len-ycar period, to
utilize the facilities. Assuming UT would
have carned nine percont interest com-
pounded annually (a low estimalc con-
sidering current intercst rates and the bull
market's effect on UT’s stock portfolio),
Polemicist calculates that UT loses some
$22 million in interest on these facilities
over len years by not leasing to MCC at
markel value. -
Apologists for the deal would note that,
as Alcalde teports, UT receives a $1.76
million annual kickback from MCC. But
look at thal kickback: six onc-third-time
adjuncifaculty members (whonevercome
incontact withundergraduates); half-time
cmployment for 45 graduate students,
summier jobs for 15 graduate students;
and almost $1 million in grams © UT
rescarchers. Nolably abscat from this quid-
pro-quoisany benefitto undergrads. What
this means is UT undergraduales are not
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only denicd the $14 million principal, but
also $22 miltion in future interest. Inother
words, undergraduates Jose a total of $36
million in present and (uture mongey.

YetBill Cunninghain can claim thatun-
dergraduates’ “educational experience is
greatly enhanced by {rescarch] programs.”
How? He never explains.

In addition, UT-Austin agreed Lo heef
up its computer science and electrical en-
gineering deparunents. In fact, thesc two
deparimcenis are virtually the only ones at
the Universily that cxperienced signifi-
cani faculty growth in the *80s (sccchart).
The increase in both department’s faculty
dramatically exceeded the number of new
undergraduale cnsolices. Mcanwhile,
departments fike Englishand government,
which teach courses required for all un-
dergraduates, struggled with growing
classes and teacher shortages. Even in
natural scicnces like physics and math,
faculty growth never maiched enroliment
increases. Ironically, aver this ten-ycar
period, undergraduate enroliment in the
cngincering coliege actually declined by
10.4 percent — its budget, however, sky-
rocketed by 155.6 pereent.

The Budget Crunch

But the MCC debacle occurred when
times were good. Tn 1984, the oil crash
caused the state 1o lose hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars in tax revenue. At Gov.
White's urging, the Legistature responded
in 1983 by tightening budget oudays o
the University. This inspired the UT Sys-
tem 1o inpose austerity on undergradu-
ates —— but noi on the corporations: that
bencfiited (rom the System’s gencrosity.

In Febreary of 1985, John Newton,
then-Board of Regentschair, Peter Flawn,
then-UT president, and UT System Chan-
celior Hans Mark held a press confereuce
1o endorse doubling twidon in 1986 and
wripling it in 1987,

JLaterthatyear, Chancellor Mark threat-
ened 1o ay off 3,000 employces if the
state onacted ils proposcd five-pereent
budget cut. He also advocated abolishing
summer school, amove which would save
$20 million. In the same time period, the
Universily was cutting fibrary hours dras-
ticalty and imposed a frecze on faculty
hiring.

But that freeze didn’t prevent the
University from conlinuing to recruit
professors to fill 32 $1 million endowed
chairs in scicnce and engincering, several
of which were reserved 10 perform re-
scarch for MCC. These chairs were cre-
ated in 1984 and funded with $16 million
from the UT System and $16 million in
privatc donations. One Junc1985 head-
line in the Corpus Christi Caller-Times
—- just four months after the call for a -
ttion hike — declared: “Moncy no object
as Texas lassos top academicians.” The
frecze also failed to prevent the Univer-
sity from lying to The Daily Texan, which
dutiflulty reported that these chairs contin-
ucd to be filled becausc they were funded
only with private donations.

In October 1985, the Board of Regents
voted to spend $20 million in proceeds
from the PUF 10 purchase a Cray super-
computer exclusively for UT System re-
scarch projects. Jess Hay, then-chair of
the Board of Regents, linked that pur-
chase dircelly to the above-mentioned
cndowed chairs, The compuier, he said, is
“an essential next step i we are going (0
maximize the usc of the 32 cndowed
chairs.”

This adds vp to $36 million more —
$16 million for the research professors,
$20 million for the computer — diveried
rom state education lnds into rescarch
and developmeni.

Also that fall, Chancellor Mark pro-
posed funding for a slew of new rescarch
facilitics, including a ncw robotics insti-
tule at UT-Arlington to complement the
General Motors plant there, a ncw materi-
als rescarch center at UT-Dallas, a new
biotechnology center at UT-San Antonio,
a materials rescarch instiwe at UT-El
Paso and a high-cnergy physics rescarch
center 2L UT-Permian Basin. Of these, the
UT-Arlington, UT-San Antonio and UT-
Permian Basin facilities were cventually
funded and built, ata cost Polemticist was
unable Lo ascertain belore publication.

Mark justificd these exlsavagant oul-
tays for rescarch plants by explaining that
only budgels for particular units in the
universily system that have “clear appli-
cations of creating new jobs™ would he
increascd. While Mark never makes clear
how a robotics institule - — which by defi-
nition displaces workers - would boost
cinployment, this stalement reveals much
about the UT System’s prioritics,

AL time when librarics were closing
carly and budget culs were imposed on
most UT departments, Hans Mark saw the
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Left: Balcones Research Center. Right: the Jesse H. Jones Communication Center. Ono of these buildings houses mil-
lions of dollars in research capital. The other house facilities with no profit applications. Can you guess which is which?

role of the UT System as executor of siate
economic policy, nol as an educator of
students, Hotshol professorscould be hired
for MCC research projects, but not to
teach undergriduaie English or econom-
ics classes. Industrial policy had overril-
den education as the primary function of
our state’s higher-cducation sysiem,

Sematech

With the Austin economy still falering
in 1988, 1he UT System doled out $50 mil-
tion of Austin's $68 iillion package (o
attract Semateeh - a semiconductor re-
search consortinm consisting of the De-
fense Departmentand 14 of thethe wealthi-
st high-tech Tinms in the world, OF this
$50 miltion, UT spent $12.3 million 10
buy and renovate the old Data General
plantin Southeast Austin. This land was
leased to the consortium for $1 per year
for 20 years according 1o The Chronicie of
Higher Education, LT alsoallows Semat-
ech free use of its supercompulter, which
costs the University thousamds of dollars
per hour of use.

Auslin overcuine heavy competition to
land Sematech — seven other slates of-
fered more money. Bul as Chancellor
Mark explained it, Austin won out be-
cause “we {UT] put green moncy on the
table. ... Other places also said they'd go
to their legislatures, But we said, ‘When
you gt Lo town, you'll have a bank ac-
count you can draw on."” The thousands
of college sidents who stood inlong lines
for financial aid that year would have
loved to have heard the same thing.

The remaining $38 million of UT’s
commitment wasgenerated through a bond
issue, which the legislawure paid back the
following year. Bul not before the UT
System had caten $3 million in interest
payments. By Polemicist estimates, UT
will lose $56 million in intercst on that
land (at 9 percent compounded yearly)
over the comrse of the 20 year conlract.
Combined with the $15 million in “green
moncy,” this comes o some $71 mitlion

S

in current and future monics lost to the
state's higher-education system in the
name of industrial policy.

And what kickbacks does UT receive
for this “green money™? The Chronicle of
Higher Education says UT will receive
savings from hiring Sematech employces
as adjunct faculty, from use of equipment
purchased by Sematech that will be avail-
able to the University and from having a
handful of graduate students employed at
the facility. Tn addition, some UT facully
members witl receive research grants for
high-tech projects.

Some of these “savings”- like hiring
Sematech cmployees as adjunct, non-
waching faculty — will yield dubious
beaelits as cost-cutting devices, But no
one can, in good conseience, argue that
any of them benefitundergraduate cducs-
tion,

INDUSTRIAL POLICY AND THE
ECONOMY ’

Despite all the losses Lo higher cducation
Polemicist has ontlined, however, indus-
trinl policy advocates will argue that these
expenditures arc really in inthe
future, But are those investments really
worth the cosis?

Toastudent at the University today, in-
vestments in Texas’ future economy
mean little, Most students are here onty
lour or live years, and then move an, 17
their educations are bastardized by skewed
spending prioritics, their futures will be
limited by the poor education they re-
ceived in their youth, And as Polemicist
has shown, massive expenditures on re-
search today translate into long-tenm
funding shortages because of the loss of
inerest and dividend income UT would
have gained.

And there's no guaraniee that these in-
vestmenis will boostemployment. In1982,
when the deal was cut 1o bring MCC 1o
Augtin, thecity’s unemployment rate stood
al 5 percemt, Since then it bas risen stead-
ily 1o well over 6 pereent, despite the

L e

supposed growth in high-tech fields. If
UT’s industrinl policy has created any
Jobs, they would appear 10 be statistically
insignificant,

Outside of short-term congtruction jobs
availabic when these plants are initially
built, most jobs with high-tech firms are
filted with talent from California, Hlinois,
North Carolina or Massachusets, seldom
from Texas. In addition, high-tcch ex-
peilitures hy universities onty hoost re-
search projeets, Mosthigh-tech goods are
acinally assembled by fow-paid women
i the Third World. ‘Texas Instraments
may contribute research funds o Austin's
Seratech and to MCC, butits production
facilities havee shitted 10 factorics in Bl
Salvador and some 16 other Third World
nations.

And high-icch ventures, once hailed ag
“clean” industries, have proven 10 be
among the worst of envirommental potlut-
ors. In Silicon Valley, the pojsonons
chemicals necessary (0 manufacture mi-
crochips have |eaked into the air workers
bresthe and the water they drink, resulting
in ilness amd hirth defects, Morcover, the
Austin plant of Advanced Micro Devices
~—a Sematech member -— was recently
cited by the National Wildlile Federation
s onc of the 500 worst polluters in the
country. Overtime, environmenial cleanup
and rising health care costs resulling from
high-tech pollution will strap, not boost,
the economy,

THE BI-PARTISAN CONSENSUS

Likemostof our country’s bad policics,
diverting state education funds into re-
search and development springs from a
broad bi-partisan coalition.

The UT System’s involvement in
Texas' industrial policy began in 1982,
when then-Governor Mark White, with
the aid former UT president Peter Flawn,
mancyvered to use UT funds and facilities
10 lure MCC to Austin. In response to
falling oil prices in 1984, White formed

Texas Science and Technology Coun-

cil — an ideologically batanced commit-
tee packed with heavyweights from poli-
tics, academia and industry, Their man-
date was toformulate a “five-year plan” 1o
diversify the cconomy and boost Texas
into “a leading position in fostering re-
scarch and development and advanced
technology.”

Members of the Councilincluded many
familiar [aces, including now-Se elary
ol Education Lauro Cavazos, Heory
Cisneros, UT-Austin provost Gerhard
Fouken, MCC chief amd former CIA
deputy dircctor  Adim. Bobhy Imnan,
Rabent Kirk (CEOof 1LFV Aer ospace and
Defense Co.), UF System Chancellor  lans
Mark, Austin lawyer and Sematech alor-
ney Pike Powers and Texas Instonments
chairman Mark Shepherd, among others,

Texas politicians joined the call with
nary g enter. All 29 members of the
Texas U.S. congressional delegation met
in a closed mecting with (he likes of
Fonken, Mark and other Council repre-
sentatives 1o formulate plans 1o pursuc
high-tech projects, It was only the second
time in the 99th Congress that the entire
delagation joined in 8 meeting, Even the
liberal gadfly Jack Brooks jumped in,
proclaiming that “it boils down 1o our
gelling more Texans appointed to the
appropriale national scientific boards ...
That's what it takes,”

Arch-conservative Texas Senator Phil
Gramm agreed: “We're all going 1o have
(o push together to make sure that Texas
has good representation on national sci-
entific boards, where rescarch grant de-
tesminations are often made.”

Gramm’s Democratic counterpart, Sen.
Lloyd Bentsen, even designated anaide to
perform liason functions between “any
university in Texas that wants 1o go after
a major scientific research contract and
the govermnment agency that intends 10
grant the research award,” Supporting
Bentsen in this elfort was his long-time
political foe and former Republican siate

See Industrial Policy, P. 12
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The Health of the State

Report on El Salvador:

Negotiations Stall, Repression Escalates

As the U.S. Congress voted to increase
its underwriting of the Salvadoran gov-
crnment of Al{redo Cristiani, goverament
repression  cscalated  during  October.
Meanwhile, peace talks between the
government and representatives of the
Farabundo Marti National Libcration
Front, (FMLN), stalled.

As the peace tdlks began the third week
of Ociober, plainclothes members of the
Salvadoran security forces attacked aciti-
zen vigil for peace at the National Cathe-
dral. Death squads linked to the ruling
pasty, the Republican National Alliance
(ARENA), destroyed the homes of oppo-
sition polilical lcaders and the facilities of
the Lutheran Church in the capital, San
Salvador.

THE TOUGH ROAD OF
NEGOTIATION

Class differences arc not settled over a
cup of coffee. That's the central lesson of
the current round of negotiations taking
place between Cristiani government and
representatives of the FMLN. In Septem-
ber, both sides pledged to meeteach month
until a settlement can be reached. During
the week of October 16th, the tatks con-
tinued in Costa Rica,

Room [for serious negotiations was en-
larged dramaticafly on Jannary 24 when

the FMLN offered to pamcmalc m lhc
ial elections (sched

March) if the clections were poslponcd
until

Scptember (o provide time 1o arrange
sccurity agreemenus and register support-
crs. As Sara Miles in a recent edition of
NACLA reports, “For perhaps the (irst
time since the war began, Salvadorans felt
peace 1o be a real possibility and not
merely a rhetorical posture,”

The government rejected the FMLN
proposal of January, deciding 1o procced
with the efections in March. Disappoinied
with the government’s decision, the Sai-
vadoran clectorate abstained (rom voting.
Indeed, during this decade, in the [ive
clections that have been held in El Salva-
dor, participation has consistently, and
precipitously, fallen with cach round.

OCTOBER BREAKDOWN IN
COSTA RICA

Concessions were hard to come by this
month in Costa Rica. The Cristiani gov-
crnment represents the political arm of the
landed oligarchy which conirols El Sal-
vador’s agriculturat and industrial wealth.
The FMLN represents an armed struggle
rooted in the poverty and pawerlessness
of unequal access (o land.

The Cristiani government does not sec
this reality. The Salvadoran Army’s press
service, COPREFA, paints the FMLN as
*“tervorists” to whom the offer of

is gencrous. This offer of amnesty —
made by the Cristiani governmentin Cosla
Rica as pre-condition 1o further negolia-
Lion — is tantamount 10 sursender for the
FMLN.

AsFMLN represcntative Salvador Sam-
oya explains, “we are not dealing only
with a war between the FMLN and the
government, but a civil war that affects
the entire country. The government wants,
in24 hours, to end a war that has lasted ten
years,”

FMLN leader Joaquin Villalobosadded:
“Wedon’tcome Lo say no toanagreement
to cease hostilitics, we come to say yes 1o
an agreement that has scrious basis. After
awar like ours —so bloody, solong — we
can’t have confidence in the good wiil of

the other party. It would be absurd and
iliogical,”

NEGOTIATION AND THE
“STRATEGIC
COUNTER-OFFENSIVE”

The FMLN continued urging for a “ne-
gouated, political solution” (o nearly ten
years of civil war can only be understood
within (he context of the 1989 “strategic
counter offeasive.” Launched in Janvary,
the FMLN’s strategic counter offensive
iniends to break preconccived notions of
what “insurrection” and a final victory
mean.

For example, in Cuba and Nicaragua,
insurrection meant a triumphant period of
fierce battle climaxing on a specific date

As the walls of the community church of Los Ranchos, Chal reveal, the lated
towns of northern El Salvador are suppoted throughout El Salvador and the world. Religious ot-
ganizations, including the Lutheran Church, pley an important role in negotiating the repamatmn
projects, bringing thousands of displaced Salvadorans back to their homes. I
solidarity -~ sister city pm)ccls, delegations and [uundnnons — contribute to the reconstruction

when popular troops marched into the
capital. Butin Et Salvador, the pcople arc
not battling a Batista nor a Somoza. In-
stead, the armed struggle is against an
entire class: The rich oligarchy histori-
cally referred 10 as the “Fourtecn Fami-
lies.™ Since 1981, the terrain of combat
has been further complicated by an csca-
lated U.S. role in the form of 1.5 miltion
dotlars each day.

As a result, a [inal insurrection isn’t
seen as a specific red-letter date when the
dictator is thrown out, but as a process in-
corporating the entire poputation: politi-
cal, mass movement as well as armed in-
surgents. Two trends have emerged as a
result of this “new. thinking.” First, the
peopic’s war has been “irrcgularized.”
That is, the crucial autacks against the
government are carricd out less by (he
well-trained, standing armies of the
FMLN, but more by “urban comman-
dos,” young people and membcers of the
large unemployed population. Thel984
destruction of the largest bridge, the
Cuscatlan, typificd the previous FMLN
attack; now, strategic strikes against Army
offices and government vehicles, in re-
sponse 10 government repression are
common. The disruption factor is higher
in this “generalized” strategy in which
ailacks — like those in late September—
occur in dozens of cities around the coun-
try simultaneously.

Second, the “strategic counter-offen-
sive” puts negotiation squarely back in
the ptans for popular victory. FMLN strat-
egy now defines a “political project” that
inchudes all sectors of the society — reli-
gious, labor, student — as a starting point
for ncgotiating an end to the war and re-
construction of a popular government.

But the ARENA government of Al-
fredo Cristiani remains incaicitrant. Gov-
emment reaction 1o the rejection of am- -
nesty by the FMLN in October unwit-
tingly revealed the government’s concep-
tion of peace. President Cristiani said: 1
don’t see the problem the FMLN has with
ending the hostilitics, because after that
the government will take nccessary meas-
ures Lo pacify and normalize the couniry.”

CONTINUED REPRESSION

The escalation in selective repression
against labor organizers and popular or-
ganizations reveal the ARENA mcaning
of “to pacify and normalize.” On October
15th, members fo the Permanent Com-
mittee for the National Debate for Peace
(CPDN) had planned to carry out 24-hour
vigils in five churches and then to lcave in
marches for an activity in the Civic Plaza.
However, governmental sccurity forces
violently forced people out of threc of the

five ch As a result Jorge David

’ 1

and def { this fragile, yet d

populati Photo by Peter Robertson

Pificda, a member of the National Asso-
ciation of Campcsinos (ANC) was cap-
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tured.

By Monday, October 16th,
over 400 peoplc were occupying the
Meitropolitan Cathedral, and a smaller
group continued its vigil in El Rosario
church from which they marched 1o the
Civic Plaza 1o join the rally which began
a5 p.m. A few thousand gatherced through-
out the evening 10 listen 10 speakers and
music.

Atabout 9:30 p.m. shots were fired ata
group of people from the National Debate
who were on watch around the Civic
Plaza. Nelson Emesto Martinez, a peas-
ant from the department of La Libertad
was crilically wounded in the stomach
and another was shot in the leg. Laterat £1
p.m.,shots were fired intoa group andtwo
more were wounded. In the middie of the
night, shots were again fired but most
were inside the Cathedral at this time and
none were wounded.

While there was littie preseace of uni-
formed military in the arca, the military
was clearty responsible for the attacks.
Members of the National Debate who
witnessed the men in civitian dress fire
shots the first two times, pursued them.
They caught three of them; one had an
identification from the First Infantry Bri-
gade, another from the Air Force, and the
third was a former member of the security
forces. All three men were escorted to the
National Police Headquartersas evidence
of the military atiack against a peace(ul
activity and that participants had no inten-
tion of acting against the military.

The Non-governmeatal Human Rights
Commission (CDHES) offers no en-
couraging news in the record of the Satva-
dor government’s human rights abuses
cither, The statistics CDHES presents for
September1989 show the increase of
only continue their repression.

On Thursday, Oclober19th, a caravan
of ten students and professors from the
National University of El Salvador (UES)
were reported captured as they travelled
1o visit political prisoners from the uni-
versity community imprisoned in
Tonacatepeque and Ilopango jails. Mau-
ricio Mejia, Secretary General of the UES,
denounced this new attack against the
university communily, siating that some
15 university students, professors and
workers have been abducted by govern-
ment security forces during the week of
Oclober 16th alone.

It’s time for the ARENA government,
as well as the Bush Administration and
the U.S. Congress, o admit what has long
been evident. Peace in Ei Salvador will
not be hastened by increasing the funding
for the Salvadoran Sccurity Forces. Real
peace will only be achieved through fun-
damental changg in the economic, politi-
cal, and social fabric of Ef Salvador.

by Reneé Trevino

and Charley MacMartin

Trevino is a UT govemnment senior and
acoordinator for CISPES, the Committee
in Solidarity with the Peoplc of El Salva-
dor. MacMartin, an Austin resident, coor-
dinates a student exchange program with
the University of El Salvador.

For more information on the
current Salvadoran reality,
see:
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Education in the repopulated areas: San Jose Las Flores, Chatatenango. In the carly 1980s, these Salvadorans, amongst hundreds of thousands
more, were driven from their homes and towns in notthern E) Salvador by the government Army and Air Force. After spending most of the
decade in Honduras, living in refugee camps, Salvadorans are returning to the northern areas to repopulate and reclaim their homes. Education
in a war zone has given learning a practical urgency. Mathematics, reading and spelling are mixed with home-building, sanitation and

reconstructing he ity after renewed i ions by the Sal Army. This hooth pictured above is presently
occupied by the Salvadoran Army and rendered useless for educational purposes. Photo by Peter Robertson

The NACLA Report, “D"Aubuisson’s

New ARENA,” Volume 23, No. 2, July Slideshow: on
1989, :

The NACLA Report, “ FMLN New : ‘ El Salvador
}';;r;l.(mg, Volume 23, No. 3, September | v : Welch 2.3 16
Both are available at Garner & Smith TUCSday NOV. 7

Bookstore, as well as Guadalupe News
and the Benson Latin Amcrican Collec-

lon 7pm.to 10pm. | -
Postscur ~~ sponsored by CISPES

As this issue goes Lo press, the captured
university professors and students cited in
this anticle were refeased. However, te-
pression against the universily commu-
nily continues. On Friday, October 27, at
9:15 am, a high power explosive was
thrown into a crowd of students at the

Texans Rally:for Choice
Sunday; Nov..12

2
University of El Satvador, The students ki p,m.‘ :
were gathering 1o join a procession to the o South Smd‘? of“ Gapitol -
cemetary where Herbert Anaya, assassi- fif -Sponsored:by The Texans for Choicerand
nated dircctor of the Non-govemmental § : the:State: Choice: Coalition ' -
Human Rights Commission is buricd. : i g . .
Anaya was assassinated by death squads R 'M»a_'.n <Speaker. E aye 'Wa"let(‘m’
on October 26, 1987, for investigating R President-of Planned Parenthood
human rightsabuses. According to astate- o - : Federationof America - -
ment rek d by the university admini 2 P 3 8 :
tration, atlcast five people weze hospital- ‘For_movre,lnfor‘,matlon or:to Volunteer;:Call

ized with serious wounds and at least 13 S o 462:1661 or:idd 77557
others were injured. .= L . i s B
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The Plow is Moot:

Another mindbending capitalist atrocity

hy Bernard aud Lorle Engert

The most important agricultural tool,
the plaw, has been used sinee prehisioric
limes

unk & Wagnat's, 1986

If anything, the common moldhoard
plaw has heen the most imporant imple-
ment of enviromnental destruction
throughent history and w10 the present
mament in suxtern, technologically ad-
vineed America, Due lothe plow's lunda-
mental Naws, agriculture has becorie
wisted, the environment has been as-
saulied, the food supply has become
tnined, and consumers have been brain-
washed, not [0 mention more and more
beset with worrles concerning the safety
of their food.

In order 1o understand exacily what is
wrong with the plow, a briel explanation
of the basic inleractions between planis
and soil i In order, Solt is composed of
two parts: inorganic matier like sand, clay
and ather smaller pleces of the earth’s
original rock, and organic matter such us
decayed planis and vegetables and animal

“manure, The latter containg all the in-

gredients essential to plant life.

But the action of the moldboard plow
essentially buries ali organic matter far
benecath the surfpce of the soil. Thus, the
crop plants cannaol reach these vilal mitri-
enls as their delicate roots go no {urtlicr
than eight or e inches beneath the sur-
fuce of he soil. I's these roms which
garry fuod from the soil — usnally rich in
orgmiic matter - o the plant, allowing
healthy growth. Other Lap rools grow
further into the soit for support and waler.

Bul, the rouing layer of organic maer
that is now buried more thaa a (ool be-
neath the surlace of the soil, thanks Lo the
plow, acts as a barrier (o capillary waler
rising from below, due 1o ity highly ab-
sorbent quality. This inerruption of na-
ture brings sn onshanght of problems.

‘Ta compensate for the lack of vilamins
and minerals in the denatured soil, the
madem farruer, backed with all the bril-
linneeof modernagriculiural seience, adds
large amounts of chemical lertilizers,
which, being inorganic, effectively poi-
son the soil and afl that it produces.

Boeeanse each plant is different, not all
plants reaet positively woward thelr poison
trentments, To compensate for this snarl,
North American corporate sced supptiers
dreamed up hybrids, This creaies a vola-
tile situntion. There is 1o genetic variation
among hybrid piants, allowing the cor-
poraig “paison control centers” 10 de-
velop exoct chemical doses thay will sus-
tain cach type of clone in “life.” In other
words, the fenilizer companies have dis-
coverod a verituble “designer (enilizer”
market, reapiag uniold, hideous profits,

Furthermore, with no genetic variations,
these hybrid planis become easy prey 1o
inseets, disease and complete destruction
hy the elements to this tampering with the

naural diversity in plants which often
gives the (he biological edpe agaimst
thesendversities. So, what’snextbutiiose
chemical guys seize this golden opporii-
#ily o rain more paisons, now in the form
of pesticides, upon the plants. Contunn-
inntion spready, ultimaicly affecting hu-
man lives and health. The genius of sci-
ence has created a problem so complex,
witl the solution buricd beneath so many
tayers of deceit and greed, that the simple
path that must be seturoed 10 beeomes
ridiculously simplistic i the cyes of
madern, technologically  brainwashed
humanity.

Just whnessthe undisturbed forest floor
with ils ricliness of organic matler strewn
“sloppity” about — so untidy and un-
sightly compared 1o the neatly manieured
rows of the modern American fanm and
garden. Such untidy babils In nature bave
been prodycing endlessly and abundantly
for millians of years with no help from
humans,

Twu bundred years of the sbusive plow
took their toll during the drought of the
1930s nd *40%, feaving the Midwest a
verilable barren dusthowl. T addition to
burying all ovganic matter, the plow loos-
eny the soil allowing air to cater, furiher
dryingitont. Also, the soil surface, rohbed
al its natal protective Jayer of organic
matter, or “mnleh,” was left delenscless
o the winds which accompanied  the
drought, cansing crosion and dnst storms,

T the natucal swlel layer had been in
place, could the dustbowl have boen pre-
vented and the destructive forees of the
drought lessened 0 the extent that the
farmers would not have been forced off
the land? That questdon can never be
answered. Al we know isthatthese farm-
ars fled west o become squatters and (o
repeat the devasiating provess all over
apainin Californin’s San Jonquin Vailey,
ond this time with a vengennca due 1o the
never-cnding “mlvances” of agri-chemi-
cal wizardry.

Meanwhile, Nase's irony flourished
on the abandoned farms in the Midwest
that became overgrown as She wag al-
lowed 1o rebuild what humans had de-
strayed — meanwhile the poor, brain-
washed squatiers began the toxification
of the soil, groundwater and produce of
Catifornln,

‘These arguments against the plow were
raised by Edward H. Faulkner in his 1943
book, Plowmian' s Folly. A highly recom-
mended work, it is dismaying and telling
tonoie that it is no longer in print. Begin-
ning with the premise that “no one has
ever pvanced ascientific reason for plow-
ing," thia coynty agent for Kentucky and
Ohio and Smith-Hughes teacher of agri-
culiwre sysiematically and scientifically
praved the Tolly of this ancienl device.

Further in the buok, he advances the
now widely accepted disc harrow as the
bestaiternative to plowing, Consisting of
sharp vertical discs, slightly sianted, the

dise harrow canelficiently and effectively,
and ona fge seale, incorporate afl exist-
ity vegenation inlo the jop lew inche
The sofl. With the organic imatier near
swrface, plants can receive atl the vaal
nutricnts and achieve easily a nanally
ligh levet of health - without any addi-
tional chemicals  (rom ever-intrading
Ianans. A healiy plant holds an abun-
dance of minerals and produces tess sugar,
making it less appetizing and suscepible
10 pests and widespreand infestation. Per
hops paradoxically, weeds do uot fare
well in soil naturally rich in available
organic mater and present # real problem
only in poor, denatured soil, which they
are more suited to,

Soeventhough Faulkner’stheories have
hecome widely nceepled, this chemical
death-cycle i still practiced 10 o great
extenl in this country — (00 great an
extent 1o be neeeptable, n fact, any use of
these antiquated methuds is unacceplable
as the eartls delicale eco-systems are
becoming ever more fragile and danger-
ously close to wotal collapse. 1f you are
interested in doing something o reverse
this decline of nature and helpio make the
plow and chemical obsolele, here arc a
few suggestions: First, BUY ORGANICH
As Don Swrachan writes in his aticle,
“The Real Farm Crisis & How You Can
Bnd I (in Whole Life Times, 12/'88):

Personal ceology is social ecology:
every penny you sped on food sup-
ports enher the monolithic corpora-
tions that are destroying the world or
e land stewirds who are eying o
restore it People raise two arguments
against organic produce: 1) I's more
expensive; 23 [t doesn't ook nice, It
cOsts more sometimes 1o because it
docsn’t receive the massive subsi-
dics Agribizzies poison food gets.
But when you consider medical bills
and the price 1o the planet, the poison
is penny-wise and pound-foolish. As
Tor lonks, remember the wicked wilch
in Cinderella: the beauty conceals
the poison within,

Further suggestions include cutting
down on dining oul, as few reswaurants
serve organic vegetables, and all are
wasteful—uneaten food goes 10 fand(ills,
not compost (the decayed organic matter
which knowledgenblo [armers use as n
natural allernative to fertilizer).

Circulate petitions calling for gov-
ernment aid for suswinable farming and
research, and tnxes on gynthetic pesti-
cides und fertilizers. Write Amersicans for
Sale Food, CPSI, 1510 16th Suect NW,
Washington, DC, 20036 for more ideas
on how to save the earth and its inhabi-
tants from destructive farming methods,

Even beuer than buying organic:
GROW YOUR OWN! Bill Mollison,
{ounder of Permaculture Institute, notes,
“1).8 yards with their 30 million acees of

water-hogging lawns, conld produce all
e food we need, at several tines e
yiekl per square Toot ol the Agribizzic

Permacuiy an alicrnative farming
and gagdening systeny, carrying Faalkner's
ideas cven larther with an all-cncompas
ing consteliation of ideas with emplig
on fruil teees, as well as fish fanuing,
heckeeping, recycling, biologicat pest
control and organic soil management. For
mure information, send g few dollaes o)
Permacubiure Instituie of North America,
4649 Sunnyside N, Scatle, WA, 98103,

Tinve no fear il you're a urbanite apart-
mentdweller — noyard isnoexcuse. You
can grow all you need in an arca with
enough room for a dozen S-gallon pots.
For complete instructions, sce “Growing
Plangs in Conlainers: New Cuidelines for
aDeck Garden,” $3 [rom Barbara Davicls,
P.Q, Box 813, Fairfax, CA 94930,

There are a plethora of orgamic gar-
dening books available these days. Oncol
the bestis How to Grow More Vegetables
Than You Ever Thought Possible on Less
Land Than You Can Imagine, by John
Jeavons. This book gives slep-by-step
instictions for the compleie beginner,
boses] on the Biodyramic/Freach lnten-
sive Method of organic horticuliure, 1,
and a wealth of other books on related
subjects, ean be obtained through Bounti-
Tul Gardeny, a project founded by Jeavons
o promote and provide maerials for
organic farming and gardening. Send $2
for their catlog ol wntainted, non-hybrid
seeds, organic fertitizers and books al:
Bountilul Gardens, c/o Ecology Action,
5798 Ridgewood Ril., Willits, CA 95490,

Another company wilh an even maore
extensivee catalog ol arganic (or “open-
pollinated™) seeds and literatre is Seeds
Blum-—alsoonly $2. Write them at: Seeils
Blum, Ilaho City Sge, Boise, ldoho
83706, They also offer “heirloom™ seedds,
handed down from generation to genera-
tiont by home gardeners.

Or go 1o your local booksellers and de-
mand that organic gardening literature be
kept on the shelves. Or have them order
How to Grow More Vegetables ltom Ten
Speed Press, PO, Box 7123, Berkeley,
CA 94707, for you, your family, fricnds
and neighbors, at least. This book makes
an excellent Chrisunas gilt)

So start your compost pile taday —
kitchen wastes, lawn clippings and those
annoying falling leaves can all be tusned
into naturally rich, FREE fertilizer, ready
to mix into and layer on top of your soil in
spring a few weeks before planting. That's
how Lo create the healthiest, easiest, best-
producing garden you conld ever imag-
in¢,one that willonly improve inthe years
1o come as the soil becomes richer and
richer. We cansave ourplanetonly through
love and cooperation with Natare, rather
than through abuse and foolishness.

Editors’ note:BernardandLorie Engert
live in Berkeley, California, and grow
wonderful tomatoes.
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All the President's Tripe

Cunningham deconstructed and debunked

by Tom Philpott

and Scott Henson

In mid-October, only weeks after The
Daily Texan ran a whilc space with Presi-
dent Bill Cunningham’s name on it, our
student paper allowed Cunningham to
print some 100 inches of cheap huckster-
ing — and didn’t even charge him the

What did they spead that money on?
Not new faculty, The UT-Auslin lacully
grew by onty 7.1 percent during the same
period. Five-hundred thireen new faculty
members, at an average annual salary of
$35,000, would cost the University just
under $18 mitlion per year.

Yet Cunningham pretends that state-

finance and aim it directly at students. He
goes on to equivocale somewhat, saying
that among other things a “kind of popu-
list philosophy™ among Texans prevents
him from outright attacking cnroliment.
But, he boasts, the “University docs
have the 1ools at its disposal o maintain
its enrollment at 50,000 students.” That

usual rate for advertising, Ci

wrole the articles in an 0dd question-and-
answer format, in which he swings at fat
pitches that he claims students threw at
him. Many studeats thought that these
werc questions The Texan submitted; they
weren’t, but they certainly were lame
cnough to be.

We disagree with The Texan' s decision
10 run the three-part piece; Cunningham
had his chance to respond 1o The Texan's
chatlenge, and he failed to doso. Sincethe
picee did run, however, and since Texan
editor Karen Adams chose not 10 critique
it, Polemicist has decided to cxpose
Cunningham’s fraudulent apologetics.

Cunningham [rames the understaffing
crisis in terms of student-teacher ratio,
which he correctly identifics asquite poor:
22.27 10 1, 44th of the 50 state flagship
schools in the nation. He then he asserts
that the University lacks the funds 1o hire
cnough new faculty to address the prob-
lem. He says that the University plans to
hire 50 ncw faculty members o improve
the ratio, but that “between 200 and 300
additional faculty positions will benceded
10-solve the [University's] class-avail-
ability problems,”

Bul he also notes that the national avei-
age Tor flagship state schools is a ratio of
1710 1, and that it takes 90 prolessors to
improve the ratio by onc point. Thatmeans
we would need 513 new faculty members
1o match the national average . Al first
glance, then, Cunningham's  situalion
might attract symapthy: He’s struggling
under what he calls “budget constraints”
1o hire 50 new professors, when he really
needs the scemingly unreachable figure
of 513.

But let’s took at those “conslraints.” He
complains that “we have a classic funding
problem — more students and less
money." Dowethough? Cunninghamcites
massive enroltment growth since 1979,
but much of this growth occurred among

d d where {ling
isn’t a problem. Among undergrads, en-
roflment increased from 34,617 t0 38,303
between fatl 1979 and lafl 1989 — ap-
P 1y 10.6 percent. Meanwhile, the
UT budget grew from $149,645,196 in
1979-80 10 $308,567,188 in 1988-89, the
tast year [or which we have figures. This
amounts (o about a 50 percent increase,
adjusted for inflation.  Additionally,
Cunningham cilcs a 12 percent budget
hike for 1989-90, adding to this asiro-
nomical sum. So, budget increases have
far outstripped enroliment over his pe-
riod. .

dfunding
from hiring more than S0 professors. As
he explainsit: “on the average, the univer-
sily receives [from the Legislature] ap-
proximately seven times the support for
Ph.D. students and three times the support
for master’s students that it reccives for
undergraduate courses.”

For starters, not ali of UT’s budget
comes rom the Legislawre — in fact,
only 40 percent of the University sbudget
comes from the statc., Therestcomes from
tuition and from intereston the Permanent

preventhim

" Universily Fund.

AndCunningham has more controlover
the funds that do come from the state than
he lets on — much more. In 1985, the
Legislatre gave UT System universitics
the power (o move moncy from one line
item of the budget to another, according to
the Austin-American Statesman. If Cun-
ningham ever got the urge, then, he could
divert money from graduate rescacch
programs into undergrad programs. He
just doesn’t want lo.

It’s not quite accurate Lo call Bill Cun-
ningham a liar — what hc actually does is
use figurcs selectively Lo make his case
sound realistic, and omits the mostimpor-
1ant data which would make the Univer-
sity look bad. But Cunningham does lic
by omission, and if they’re smart, stu-
dents — especially our “student leaders™
— will never take what he says seriously
again.

Tn particular, students should look dubi-
ously on Cunningham’s arguments for
reducing or “controlling” cnroltment. He
asks himself, “If cnroliment is a scrious
problem, why doesn’t the administration
simply reduce enrollment?” In posing that
question in those terms, Cunningham al-
lows himself o shift the debate away from

105 W. 20th Street
7:30-7:00 M-Th
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is disgusting for two reasons.
First, it doesn’l reveal that only about
38,000 of thosc students are undergrads,
which isn't significantly higher than in
1981. Morc offensively, though, framing
the argument that way atlows him to arbi-
trarily sct his limit at 50,000 students. I
present trends continue, this means that
under such a Jimit undergraduate enroll-
ment will actually decline. The tremd
throughout the '80s has been steadily
increasing graduate enrollment, and only
slight growth among undergrads. A cap
on eorollment would force the University
1o stashundergraduate enrotlment (o main-
tain high growth among graduate stu-
dents.

Andsince Cunningham and UT System
Chanccellor Hans Mark sce rescarch as an
integral partof UT's“mission,” they would
be hard pressed to stop growth among
grad students. From suxdents’ point of
view, there’s no reason Lo even consider
an cnrollment cap. With all the funds that
have poured in since 1979, UT could
support many more undergraduates than
50,000 — if only the UT System would
stop investing its funds in privatc industry
instead of hiring teachers (sce “,” page ).

Cunningham simply shames himself
defending that policy. In the third install-
ment of his series, which amounts 1o an
extended apology for having transformed
the University into a research instilute,
our president writes: “The University ...
has a responsibility to the stawe and the
nation to condugt high-quality rescarch.
Inthe United States, itis public policy that
basic rescarch will be underiaken in uni-
versity laboratories.” In other words,
i advocates diminishing the
guality of undergraduate cducationtoscrve
some nebulose notion of “national inter-

»

esL.

Next time you're standing in line lor a
required class, don’t forget 10 feet all
warm and patriotic: the funds that
would've paid your professor are off
somcwhere serving national “public pol-
icy.”

Not only that, wsitcs Cunningham, “il
the nation’s major universitics fail in their
rescarch mission, the United States will
not be competitive in the world market-
place, and we will losc touch with our
heritage, our culture and our values.”
Cunningham neverexplains how our place
in the world marketplace relates 10 our
herilage, culture and valucs. But his asso-
ciation of “marketplace” with those qual
tics reveals much about the man —- that's
what you get when you hire a former
business-school dean Lo run your uni-
versity, No one else would assert that you
could buy and scll those things like com-
modities in the open market.

Cunningham cxpects us to knuckle
under (o his vision of a university ke
obedient sheep. “Undergraduate students
al the University bave opted 1o atend a
major comprehensive rescarch university
with a significant commitment to grad-
wate education and scholarly rescarch.”
Thus, he continues, we were “aware that
the University is not a small liberal arts
college.” Yes, we knew. But who told us
that UT administrators would be lining
the pockets of multinational corporations
with student dolk

The point of criticigm is not, as Cun-
ningham suggests, to convertthe Univer-
sity toa“small liberal anscoflege.” Rather,
the point is to make the administration ac-
count for the moncy pumped into the Uni-
versity since 1979 by the Legislature and
tuition hikcs. (At that time tuition was $2
per semester hour; today it is $16.) And
it’s also 1o hold Cunningham accountable
for his statements. He announced in the
Yast Texan piece that " we have succeeded”
in making the University “firsi-class.”
That's asininc, and student leaders and

See Cunningham, Pg. 12
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The Parallel University

A Review of Jonathan Feldman's New Book: Universities in the
Business of Repression

Universities in the
Business of Repression

The Acadenic-Miltery-indairial Complex i Contral America

by Charley MacMartin
FRAMING THE ISSUE

In 1985, US campuses erupted in de-

i against university invest-

ments supporting the apartheid regime of
South Africa. Over the next three years,
scores of universities divested from, or
partially removed from their investment

the toxic chemical pesticides aldrin and
axodrin-5 in Ei Salvador and distributes
them throughout Central America

The concentration of tand ownership
that makes such production possibie re-
quires military hardware 10 keep peasant
and labor movements sutficiently cowed.
This latter necessity provides an export
market for companies such as Texas’
favorite, Bell Helicopter, which selisheli-
copters 1o the armics of El Salvador,
Honduras and Gualemala. E-Systems of
Datlas, Texas (which has on its board of
directors former CIA director William F.
Raborn) selis aircraft to the government
of El Salvador.

UT FALLS IN LINE

Third, the complicity in profiting from
bloodshed includes not only the tradi-
tional partners —business and military—
but involves the structure of university

di University cc icity takes two
forms: research and investments. The
Pentagon and the university are inextrica-
bly linked as Departments of Defense
(DOD) and Encrgy (DOE) funding in-
creasingly flood the university.

Amid a pgeneralized fiscal crisis,
universities have turned lo the area where
funds are available to develop programs
andi university prestige. The Uni-

portfolios, which do t
in Soulh Afnca Students presscd for more
of univers y funds,

cducauon about apartheid expanded and
international pressuse against the Pretoria
regime mounted.

Or s0 the logic goes. What lessons do
student activists take away from the di-
vestment struggle? Can divestment be a
useful strategy 10 end US support for
repressive governments and mercenary
armies in Centrat Amcrica? What role do
universities play in supporting the current
US war in Cemiral America?

WAR AND PROFITS

These are the questions which
Feldman’s book addresses. In three parts,
Feldman attempis 10 draw the following
political analysis of the war in Centrat
America. First, the United States is con-
ducting its largest military operation since
Indochina against the people of Central
America. This war has cost hundreds of
thousandsof Centrat Americans their lives
and has created an obstacle to self-deter-
mination in the region for which the United
States is directly responsible.

Sccond, transnational corporations
(TNCs) benefit economically from both
the social ineguality and the escalation in
conflict. Companies which produce agro-
chemicals reap cnormous profits from
Central American economies based on
exportcrops (e.g., cotton and coffee). For
example, Shell Oil of Houston produces

versity of Texas System ranks third —
behind only MIT and Johns Hopkins —
for the magnitude of university contracts
for rescarch, development, test and evalu-
ation with DOD (FY 1987).

Before the defense community funds
an university research program, the uni-
versity must prove itself fiscally sound.
University investment portfolios stand as
acritical part of ransforming universitics
from cemters of higher education into big
business. As such, the traditional liberal
pursuits of free thinking and social cri-
tique wither beside the “paralle! univer-
sity” of military engagement and corpo-
rate interlocks.

These connections become positively
incestuous. Exxon Corporation, histori-
cally a stable investment, lists on its board
Jess Hay, also found among the UT Sys-
tem Board of Regents. Not surpnsmgly‘
combined UT System in in

nently in the continuation of war in Cen-
tral America, but in addition, the informa-
tion about Texas's role is easy w glean
from the rcams of information that the
book holds. The multitndinous Lables as
well as a healthy appendix are worth the
cost of the book alone for student organ-
izers and anyone else who’s interested in
how their university is being bastardized
in the name of profits and national secu-
Tity.

Feldman argues lor “selective divest-
ment” as a stralegy to turn the tide on the
US war in Central America. A divestment
movement focussing on Central America
could mobilize against the repressive role
of TNCs in the region,

According toFeldman, “divestment ac-
tions can represent a form of countervail-
ing power on behalfof workers’ struggles
against the TNC as employer and as ally
of the repressive state.” Further, divest-
ment could providc a context for joint
actions by North American activists and
opposition movements in Central Amer-
ica. Finally, the success of South African
divestment earlier this decade, Feldinan
claims, proved the strategy as an effective
one for mobilizing students and the uni-
versity community. But to mobilize for
what?

A CRITIQUE OF SELECTIVE
DIVESTMENT

Doug Calvin, the national student co-
ordinator for the Committes in Solidarity
with the People of El Salvador (CISPES),
suggcsts caution in applying d

popular organizations in the countries of
the region that the South Africa move-
ment of 1985 (let alone carlicr attempts al
divestment in the late 1970s) did not en-
joy. As such, divestiment is not the only
potential tactic which brings the (wo
movements together for simultancous
actions.  Previons work stoppages by
California longshoremen to coincide wilh
political eveats in El Salvador provide
examples of how the Lwo movements can
work (0 strengthen one another.
Feldman has taken an inportant siep in
both exposing the degradation ol educa-
tion under monopoly capitalism as wellas
opening dialogue on Central Amcrica
strategizing. For this, the book is worth
supporting. The next step will be to take
lhe dif! fercm themes begun in the book —
y aulonomy, d and a
military economy — and develop them
both thematically and in terms of praxis.

ities in Business
Repression by Jonathan Feldman. South
End Press, 1989. May be ordered through
Bookwoman at 324 East 6th. St., Austin.’

Other recent titles on Central America
include:

Power inthe Isthmus by James Dunker-
ley. Verso Books, 1988. For sale at Gar-
ner and Smith Bookstore on Guadalupe
in Austin.

Dr. mpels Us: Voi I-
vadoran Women with a preface by Grace
Palcy. Compiled iy New Amcricas Press.
South End Press, 1989. For sale at Book-
wWOoman.

asn su‘atcg,y to win” in Central America.
i “ Calvin ¢ is, “in
partdeflected the studenimovement away
from concern for liberating South Africa
and towards struggling against a very real
sensc of powerlessness in the university.”
Moreover, many campuses can tell of
resources and energy being poured into
exasperating meclings with trustees and
into endless Lrials after the many arrests,
Feldman admits that divestment has its
shortcomingsin Central Americaorganiz-
ing. In particular, the South African labor
movement pronounced itself solidly be-
hind a divestmcnl campaign that could

Exxon make UT the fourth largest educa-
tional investor in this corporate criminal,
‘The UT System also places heavy invest-
ments in General Electric, a major pro-
vider of arms to the government of El
Salvador. Shell Oil, mentioned above,
shares a corporate board member, John F.
Bookout, Jr., with the chancelors council
at the University of Texas.

1S $14.00 WORTH IT?

The examples above reveal two impor-
tant features of Feldman’s book. Notonly
does the University of Texas figure promii-

ily, for the short term, 1ake away
_|nbs from South Africa. In Centrat Amer-
ica, the labor movement has not givea
such a clear, unequivocal signal,

Divesiment can be an important tactic,
but only a tactic. Earlier divesiment cam-
paigns were no fonger just vehicles to
mabilize students to support South Af-
tica, but rather grew to be the goal. Once
thwarted, or ironically enough, once suc-
cessful, the movements colfapsed. Di-
vestment is best used as a tactic for or-
ganizing within‘a larger strategy for lib-
eration.

Finally, past work on Central Amcrica
has given the movemoent here links 1o
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Minority, from P. 3

Manly more departsnents have one iminor-
ity prolessor — home cconomics, geog-
raphy, government, linguistics, psychot-
ogy, microblology, marketing, advertis-
ing, jourualism, speech, music awd the
chemical, clectricad and petroleun engi-
neering departinents, 1o name just a few,

The numbet of minority candidates in
the sciences is admittedly sinaller than in
liberal arts, but the size of the pool is less
of a problem than the size of the commit-
ment, One notableexceplion is pharmacy,
which has nine minority faculty for about
600 students, Nationally, almost twice as
many ntinoritics receive doclorales in the
social sciences and humanitics as in sci-
ence, and yet the situation in tiberal arts is
linle better than that in science.

Minority professors ac UT are not just
condemned to being # token in their de-
partiments; in tiberat arts, they often are
nlso slooe in their fields. Lubiano is the
only person teaching African-American
liternture, Munuel Ramirez is the only
professor who studies cuttural and racigl
Tactors in psychology, and Mescedes de
Uriarte is the only scholar in the nation
who teaches & coirse ob reporting on
Latino communities,

Bul UT doesn’t want lots of people
studying “minorlly subjects” like Afri-

can-American literture and - Chicano
politics, or studying any subject in a pro-
pressive manner because that would cre-
ate an “ideologicat imbalance,” 10 borrow
King's phrage. This tev, of course, is
innccurate. In actunlity, some sort of ideo-
logical balance might be schieved by hiring
people in diverse arcas.

Minority scholars tend to be more pro-
gressive, They seldom (alt within the
narrow definition of the mainstream ——
fraditional subjects studied raditionally
and (ocusing on Anglos or ignoting mce
altogether -— becunse that delinition
generally excludes minorities. Three of
the lve candidates rejecied in the English
depariment last year taught some form of
Chicano literature. One other tsaght Afri-
can-American and Third World litera-
ture. Mercedes de Uriarte, o journalism
prolessorcalls suchsubjects“ghettoized.”

“Minorities are often Interested in wril-
ing about their place in history. In most
dopartments, thal isn'l as respected as
writing about other things,” de Uriarte
says. Velma Garcin's Chicano politics
class was cancelled this fall when she Jelt
UT. Sofar, " There'snoreal quick moveto
teplace Velma withanew Velinn,” Vitalis
says, In government, the scarch for mni-
nority candidates and the creation of a
neo-conservalive social theory center are
being carried out simultancously. Vitalis

says, “No one will say we neglect minor-
ity recruiting, but it'snota high priority .

With UT's shortage of faculty, de-
partuents should be beating down Cun-
ningham’s door o get lhose free
President’s fund positions. Yet 70 percent
of the fund was unused Tast year, ont of
both laziness and ideology. Munuel
Ramirez deseribes the psychology
department’s recruiting elforts as “henign
negleet.” He thinks the subjects tinori-
ties olten pursue, which involve racial and
cultoral tactors, may be perceived as “sofl
subjects™ in o department (rying to be
hard science, “H & minority showed up
whawasa famous biopsychologist, they'd
probably hire him,” he says,

On Thelr Own Apaln?

Unfortunately, atl those depurtmenis
whiclwere leftto theirown devices inmi-
notity recruitment and decided it wasn't
worll the hassle will continue o be left
alone. “1 get the seuse that noney i3 con-
siderubly tighter thigyear,” Meacham says,
already sounding, if not like King, then a
great deat like Witliam “{1°s-beyond-my-
control” Cunningham, If money is appar-
enily more searce for iritling things like
minority recruitment, depariments will
have 1o lake more responsibility for re-
cruiling minorities and finding money to
finunce new positions. Since many de-
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partments have done such o dismal job in

past years, even with the President’s fund
availabletothem, this year'sresula showtd
e “deprensing” snd“hair-raising™ indeed.

Even depariments that do want 1o g1-
iract inority scholarg can be thwarted by
the schninistration’s ability to veto any
candidaie it wanls 1o, Deporttients need
guarantees that the admitisteation witl
stay oui of biring decisions, mnd need
financlal assisiance Lo compensate for the
enormous difficulty of persuading misor-
ity scholars to come to UT.

That Reputation Thing

Just as ¢ uek of minority faculty dis-
cotirages tinority students front coming,
Lo UT, the reverse is also trie, 'The minor-
ity scholurs UT seeks o hire — those at
the top of their ficldy -—can go 1o virually
arty university in the country. There is
little point in them coming here, 16 a
departnent with few or no ininoritics ina
mediocre university with a reputation for
ricism and an unencouraging adminisua-
tion, and they usually don't,

Whether UT truly wants to integrate its
Inculty {1 o question that can only be
judged by the administeation’s previous
actions. Consldering the ditficulty in get-
Ung and retining faculty like Daugherty
and Lubiano, some people are obviously
judging — and reaching a conclusion,

Letters: ™

what cause, O man, chargest thou me

thy daily complaint?"

—Boethius

Why Manage the Crisis?

Dear editors:

There really is nothing “radical” about
Scott Henson's solution to the continuing
crigis of education (even I a solution was
what we really need). (Radical Alterna-
tives to Understaffing , Polemicist, no. 1,
pd-5, 11). In fact, Henson is actuslly
engaged in the sume project as the UT
administration: managing a crisis caused
by studems. The crisis of education (of
which UT is only a microcosm) has been
soing on for more than twenly years and
slearly began In the student siruggles of
the 19608, That it was caused by student
demands snd struggles has even been

Whal we must do is 10 analyse justhow
this crisig was brought about. 1t ums out
that the refusal of students to be molded
into docile workers and their positive
demands for uging the university for their
own needs are the causes of crisis that is
wrenking havoe on the UT administra-
tion. Rather than digging deep to Lhe roots
of the crisis at UT and finding that it is
students who have siruggled to push up
enroliment by 15,000 in the last twenly
years, Henson Instead blames Cun-
ningham and Mark for ‘“their
(mis)management” (p. 11)ofa "problem”
they have never boen able to control,
Unlike Henson, we have no desire w0

go the crisis t it is not our

acknowledged by many including the
Carnegie Commission on Higher Educa-
tion In its 1973 report (in mystified termi-
nalogy of coursa) - which is more than we
can say for Henson,

To understand why we do not want 1o
manage the crisis we must understand ex-
actly what and for whom 1t Is aboutedvca-
tion that is not working, Henson isright to
point out that the fundamental role of
education Js disciplining us to accept work
8s our primary purpose in life. This has
always been the function of the university
from the point of view of the university,
On the other hand, we struggle (o make
the university something competely dif-
ferent; a place where we can learn and
develop in ways that subvert this process
of moldiag ug into disciplined workers so
that we can discover the multi-dimen-
sionality and richness of life. So when
Cunningham taltks of the crisis in edu-
cation at UT, he means that the university
is not chuming out well disciplined, re-
trainable workers ready to work for the

. next 40-50 years.

the school. Henson's first solution, mak-
ing profs work morte by increasing their
workload, is exactly what the university is
already trylng 10 do, Combined with at-
tncks on grade iaflation and other require-
menty of enployment, U is using our
strugples for higher enrollent to loree
prols o do more work, thus hoping toturn
them against students so a3 to biame us as
the cause of their problems (which they

af discipline and our struggles to open up
spaces to learn and develop in ways that
subvert such molding so that we can
discover the multl-dimensionality and
richness of life.

What good docs blaming the UT bu-
reaucents (such ag inthe Hang Mark plecey
dofor us in undeestanding the lunction of
education In a suciety organized around
work and our struggles to undermine it?

arecurrently Ing todo). The question
isn'tone of overemphasis on regearch (we
alt know that the untversity is a fusida-
mental instrument of reproducing the
system) but of using profs to instill disci-
pline In students,

Turning undergraduates against gradu-
ale students can only be another tool that

crisls, Focusing on the admini 3 of
the system, as Henson dogs, can only help
to mystify the role our siruggles have In
causling their crisis.

In fact, Henson' s solutions can be used
by the administration to help them mn-
age their crisls by destroying our power to
use the university for our own needs, For
example, Henson’s first two ideas for
solving the crisls are classic; divide and
conquer, Hig proposals would divide
undergrads not only from their potential
allies, professors, but from their fellow
students, graduate siudents, as well, Just
as the purpose of education is different
depending on whose slde you are on, so
gre the activites of professors and gradu-
ale students, Henson clearly does not
understand thig fact.

Professors arc used by the universily to
discipline studenis and get them back in
line. Yet, both students and prols under-
mine thig function when they struggle for
a different kind of relationship that satis-
fies their pwn needs rather than those of

UT can use to further divide us and defeat
ourstruggles, By suggesting that graduate
enroliment bo cut Henson ls using U'T"s
policy ngainst undergrady against grads!
If the source of the problem tsn’t enroll-
ment, why does he propose Intenslfying
what competition UT I3 alrendy 1rylng 1o
create between us by calling for graduate
entollment cuts? This solution makes
clear his fundamental confusion over the
source of the crisis. Instead of seeing the
polentlal for graduate and faculty research
for opening up space for arens of study —
such as Alrican-Americon or Womyn's
studies — to subvert the discipline proe-
exg he calls for uttacks on ng, What needs
(o be attscked at UT is not research be-
cause It I8 research per s, but those spe-
cific arens and uses of research that we
find objectionable, like military research.
The batlle s not rescarch vs. learning,
becauge U8 version of learning is vy
learning to subordinate all of our life lo
work. The battle is bcllwccn thelr process

Focusing on the erisisof education, or UT
in our case, should offer a political under-
standing of our struggles for greater ac-
€ess, more $pace to sludy our true history
and hetitage so we can arm ourselvey with
knowledge 1 resist the present organiza-
lion of soclely, and our demands Ui U'F
pay for it with mote Tinanclal sid, and
more Black, Chicano and Womyn foc-
ulty. 1f one Intends to help us understand
und extend our own struggles then blam-
ing so and so for “mismanagement” is
clenrly dangerous If not actuaily Indirect
opposition, .

Bverywhere we look, students are en-
goged in flerce struggles ngainst having
their lives subordinated to schoolwork or
any work, Cheating, sharing answers, and
buying tests or notes dre only refusals of
the work required of us to learn to tepress
our desires for 1fe 1o a lifetime of work,
Skipplng class {as your graphic on p, 10
advocales), using {inancial aid to go to
Padre Island; buy o sterco, or even pul
together an allernative paper are powetful
refusals of the work discipline that les al
the heart of education. What needs 1o be
done 13 for us loexumine how these detivi-
lies are struggles that undermine the as-
sembly line production of UT and how

See Letters, pagel2.
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Industrial Policy, from p. 5
party Chairman Peter O’ Donnell.

With the 1986 election of Bill Cle-
ments, the consensus  cscalated. With
many of the same public figures as his
alties, Clements led the battle to draw Se-
matech to Auslin, using tens of millions of
tax and wition dobars as incentive.

Texas politicians and power brokers
are a rowdy lot --- their varied interests
give them much 1o argue about, But when
oil prices crashed in the mid-'80s, they
rallicdbehind asingle principal: that Texas
must spend public funds to“diversify” the

Cunningham, from p. 9

especially the mainstream student press
have failed us by not pointing that out.
Instead, it 1ook a national kly —

economy by drawing high-tech industry.
To compete with other states trying to do
the same thing, Texas would need capital
— both physical and intellectual, That
capital, these decision-makers agreed,
would be developed at and drained from
the state’s public universitics.

The solution: rebellion

Proponents of industrial policy know
that citizens can’t vole 1o stop these poli-
cies — the bi-partisan consensus ensures
that. And of course, no one can vote for or
against UT officials. But much of the
incrtia behind these policies comes from
the shecr ignorance of their supporiers
about their effects on students” education.

‘While faculty generally supportrescarch

projects, it’s unlikcly that most of them
make the mental tink between funding for
research and understaffing on university
campuses -~ the faculty without vested
interestsin the policy are apotential source
of support for students’ cause.

Students a1 other universities have al-
ready begun demanding an end to indus-
trial-policy-driven austerity. According
o the Oct. 30 Nation, students at the
University of New Mexico occupicd the
president’s office for thirteen days last
spring. Aad at Rutgers, reports The Na-
tion, 71 students clashed with police after
storming the dean’s office. Their chant—
“fight, fight, education isaright” —could
serve as an apt rallying cry (or austerity-
plagued UT students. Austerity protests

also broke oul o Stanford, Ohio Statc,
Uniyersity of Wisconsin and Cal-Berkely.

Al those schools have lower studeit-
teacher ratios than the University. We
have 1o cxense 1o be docile. If we don't
demand that our school’s funds go 10
cducation instead of industry, no one will
do it for us.

A demonstration will be helidatnoonon
the West Mall, Friday, November 3 to
show Cunningham and the Board of
Regents that students won't sitback while
thedr educations are denigrated for the
sake of profits. Come join us and show
your support for studeats’ right to receive
the educatfon they pay for. Or, wait until
next spring, and grumbic while you wait
in tinc at adds and drops.

U 8. News and World Repori— w tell us
that not only isn’t UT a “first-class™ uni-
versity, it’s not even in the wp 25. *

As the man who presided over the Uni-
versity's decline, Cunningham must bear
the sting of the jash as we strive toreclaim
it for studenis. Sure, he’s just a lackey for
the Regents and Chancelior Hans Mark.
And he’s certainly more appealing, at
least personally, than the presidents our
Board of Regenis usvally unleash on us,
ButasChristsaid, “By their fruits, ye shall
know them.” And by their fiscal alloca-
tions, ye shall know them, 100.

The fruits of Cunningham’s labor have
degraded the intellectual and moral basis
of the University, That’s why the time has
come—indeed, it's past time —todemand
his ouster. Then we can attack the struc-
tures that drain UT funds to serve the
interests of the nation's monied classes.

Letter, from P. 11

they lic at the root of the educational
system’scrisis. The school systems in this
country are turning out “lemons,” as Busi-
nessweek lamented in October 1988, who
are worthless Lo their employers because
they arc unwilling to submit 10 a lifetime
of work and boredom. Such refusals to
spend one’s life working did not magi-
cally appear out of nowhere but grew in
the schools in the struggle against
schoolwork and circulated 1o the
workplace. These struggles are what lics
at the base of the UT and the system-wide
crisis of education. Cutting enrollment is
only a euphemism for attacking those
areas of struggle in which we are strong-
est

1t is a recognition of the ongoing strug-
gles of students as well as many others

Dedicated to the "scientists” at the UT Animal Research Center

throughout this country and the world
against spending their lives.working (hat
can go [ar in understanding the crisis in
education and at UT in particular (as well
as with drugs and E} Salvador, as they
failed o doin their other articles). Rather
than offering better mechanisms to man-
age the crisis, we need to highlight the
struggles that caused it and circulate them
50 that we can rupture the use of work as
the means to organize society and move
on 1o exploring and experiencing the
wideranging ways of living life .
Keep struggling and give ‘em hell!

Ross Dreyer
Robert Ovetz

Henson Responds

Idon't disagree with much of Ovetzand
Dreyer's comments, in principle. After
all, 1100k Harry Cleaver's classes too. But
their proposals and method of critique are
unrealistic and out of touch with the stu-
dents they purport to champion.

As for my advocacy of cutting graduate
student enrollment, I explicitly limited
this suggestion 1o students who are litile
more than unpaidoreven paid researchers
for the interesis of capital. Though Londer-
stand the controversiality of this stance, [
will stand by it. Ovetz and Dreyer say that
cutting earoliment is a cuphemism for
attacking students where they are strong-
est. But grad students doing, say, defense
research, are so strong because they are
acting as an arm of capital.

As for the research issue, cmphasis on
research has permeated other arcas be-
sides high-tech and military ficlds, to the
detriment of the learning process. Ovetz
and Dreyer suggest shat il we would only
shift emphasis of research to fields other
than military and business-related re-
secarch, everything would be okay. Yet the
UT libraries are going broke trying to pur-
chase the thousands of academic journais

filied with the type of liberal research
Ovetz. and Dreyer advocate. The vast
majority of this material will go forever
unread beeause it is indeed uscless.

As for Polemicist's tendency to pin-

point individual players in the UT com-
munily, the decision 1o bastardize learn-
ing in defense of profits was made by a
handful of individuals who can be identi-
fied and held accountable for their ac-
tions, If they arc allowed to run rough-
shod over students with no opposition but
class-skipping and test-cheating, then the
fundamental issucs won't be confronted.

Incidentally, when Businessweek says
the education system is tuming out
“lemons,” it means that one-third of all
American adults can't read or write. To
celebrate this fact as “class suuggle”
means advocating mass-scale illiteracy
and the subscquent loss of economic and
political rights and opportunities. It's not
a “revolution” I want any part of.

Ovetz and Dreyer seem to think thal
individual struggles like cheating, class-
skipping and spending financial aid or
leisure will eventually lead to some type
of classless university society, much like
Marxists’ promises of the last 120 years.
Albert Camus would call such fantasies
an“appeal” — an appeal that will inevita-
bly be denied. Ovetz and Dreyer disre-
gard the pressing issucs of the day in favor
of some promised future satisfaction. But
that cannot be a strategy for change.
Evolution is merely the word non-partici-
pants use to describe a scries of revolu-
tions over time. Failure to confront pres-
ent injustices andthose who perpetrate
them in favor of abstract theosy is the
worst type of intellecizal masturbation
and moral cowardice. -S.H.

In the fradition'oF R cagan delica fingnc:
g, Polemicist m‘nx 0 presy wuhuux this:
faimestid h

irom. Ads and-denativhs are: dcspemtely
needed-dnd glesfiilly. nnccnlcd s

coming

I politics, government, corruption, the future of education, the Uni-

versity of Texas, llteracy, the environment, glasnost, racism, sex-
ism, abortion, the future of the family, AIDS, any or all of these or a host
of other current problems arouse you and move you, then...

You're invited to the General Book Department,
2nd floor and mezzanine

Select your reading from over 60,000 hard cover and paperback titles
and 750 American and foreign periodicals.

Dare to Compare...You Can't Top tbe Co-op!l!

LUNIVERSITY CO+OP

uadalupe * 476-7211 = Parking at 23rd & San Antonio
Man—FﬂBJOlo730,Sn 9:30 to 6:00, Sun noon
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