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Liebman Named Columbia Dean

War Splits Campus

By George Paul

Professor Lance Liebman ‘67,
law professorand former associate
dean, will leave Harvard Law
School to become the eleventh
dean of the Columbia Univer-
sity School of Law.

Liebman, who has taught at
HLS for the past twenty years,
will begin his deanship July 1.
He replaces Barbara Aronstein
Black who steps down afler five
and one half years as dean to
return to teaching and re-
search at Columbia.

Liebman said of his appoint-
ment, “I am delighted to have
the opportunity to parlicipate
with Columbia’s outstanding
facully and students in adapt-
ing legal scholarship and legal
education to new realities.”

Dean Clark '72 announced
Liebman's acceptance 1o the
faculty, and offered a collegial
salute, “l know that all of you
will, as I do, receive this news
with a profound sense of loss
as well as happiness for Lance
and respect for Columbia’s good
judgment,” he said.

Professor Charles Haar 48,
who co-authored a property
casebook with Liebman, ech-
oed the Dean's sentiment. He
said, "It is a great loss of
colleagueship for me. Not only
is he an extraordinary person
with respect to property law,
but also to exchange ideas with.
He's made a tremendous con-
tribution here.”

Professor Philip Heymann '60,
co-author of an ethics textbook
with Liebman, said, "We'll miss
him at Harvard. Students will

Professor Lance Liebman, '67 will leave to become
Dean of Columbia’s Law School.

miss him and the faculty will
miss him as well. He's been, for
a long time, a faculty leader
here at Harvard.”

He added that, “It is a nice
way to miss somebody—by
having then become dean of
another great law school. He
will be a great dean. Columbia
will enjoy a golden age with him
there.”

Caolumbia University President,
Michael Sovern, said that
Liebman would bring vision and
energy to Columbia. I am de-
lighted that we have persuaded
Lance Liebman to return to New
York,” he said, "By tempera-
ment, by talent and by interest

he belongs here... Brilliant and
energetic, a popular teacherand
a widely read author, D:an
Liebman is the right leader to
help us continue to build on
Columbia's tradition of excel-
lence.”

Liebman is renowned for his
scholarship in employment
law, Japanese law, and mosl
recently, on legal ethics. He
has written extensively on
property law, comparative law,
employment law, and ethics,
including seven books. His
properly casebook is used
across the country. His book

Continued on back page

Students Intervene in CCR Suit

By George Paul

Filty students calling them-
selves Students for Construc-
tive Diversity (SCD) have filed a
motion to intervene pro se in
the Coalition for Civil Right's
[CCR) employment discrimina-
lion lawsuitl against Harvard.
The intervenors contend thal
the suit is meritless and brought
only to attract media attenlion
to the group and to harass the
Law School administration,

SCD, which includes minor-
ity members, seeks an end to
the law=nit. They also counter-
claimed against CCR for $200,000
in damages for abuse ol pro-
cess, tortious interference with
contractual relations, and in-
tentional interference with
advantageous relations,

The group claims that the CCR
suit hampers students’ abilities
toobtain quality legal education
and will hurt the Law School's
ongoing effort to attract mi-
nority professors.

SCD member Mike Guzman,
3L, said the group hopes to
accomplish two goals, “First,
[we hope] the judge, by seeing
our papers and signatures will
see that CCR is not in any way
representative ol the student

body of Harvard. Second, on
campus, we hope to open the
dialogue on appropriate ways
to foster diversity,” he said.

An SCD spokesman insisted
that “CCR is a [ringe group of
HLS students who have pushed
their political agenda of forcing
the Law School to hire profes-
sors without regard lo Lradi-
tional merit-based criteria such
as professional credentials and
scholarly publications te un-
palatable extremes.”

Boykin countered that CCR's
lawsuit was brought to focus
attention on the legitimate need
for faculty diversity. He added,
“We never claimed to represent
every student at Harvard. But
the same issues are stillimportant
and still need to be addressed.”

According to 5CD, the CCR
sult poes too far and will politicize
the hiring process and polarize
the facully and student body.
Guzman noted thal “What re-
ally galvanized the group is the
feeling that the CCR lawsuit is
an inappropriate way lo achieve
the goal of diversity.”

Intervention is necessary, the
SCD motion states, because
Harvard has not properly rep-
resented student interests and
because Harvard employees
and CCR are colluding. SCD

argues thal Harvard "in its pa

ternalistic role of educator, does
not share the SCD's interest in
cdeterring the plaintiffs from
filing fulure vexalions and ha

rassing lawsuils.”

CCR is undeterred. Spokesman
Keith Boykin, 2L, dewnplayed
any ellect that the intervenors
might have on their effort, °1
think the motion will have no
effect on the case whatsoever,”
he said. *We are confident that
the judge will dismiss this
maolion.”

Boykin says the intervenor’s
are on shaky legal ground.
“They [SCD] rely on a misrep-
resentation of [Mass. Gen. Law
ch.] 151(h)." Plaintifl's action
was broughl under Mass., R.
Civ. . 24 and ch. 151 s. 5,
which in _omme cases grants an
unconditional right lo inlervene.
Massachusells Rules of Civil
Procedure provide a right of
intervention “when a statute of
the Commonwealth conlers an
unconditional right to inlervene.”
To supporl the intervention,
SCD’'s Memorandum quoles
Ch. 1518 s. 5 to indicate "any
complainant may intervene as
of right insaid civil action,”
Hoykin said the quoted pas-

chlr ]

By Henry Kerner

Opinions Clash
At Open Forum

If the Bush administration
had hoped to prevenl linkage
between the Allied eflort Lo de-
feat Saddam Hussein and lib-
erate Kuwail, and the
Arab-lsraeli conlflict, that at-
templ was noticeably and cer-
tainly [ruitless at the Open
Forum on the war in the Gull
on Friday, Feb. 1.

Although the organizers say
they attempted to present a
balanced view of the war issue,
the crowd of about 90 law
students seemed largely against
the war. Reasons for opposi-
tion ranged from the immoral-
ity of all wars to the unjustness
or unnecessariness of this
particular war,

The [orum was not designed
lo present expert opinions on
the conllict, but rather to allow
siudenlts to voice their views in
a non-confrontational setling,
~ecording to Peter Ciechino, 2L,
ine forum moderator. To this
end. the organizers invited four
student panelists to give a short
summalion ol their opinions.

The first speaker, Anthony

Continued on back page

Call-Up Rumors
As Yet Unfounded

Rumors that HLS studentis in
the Armed Forces nad been
activated are not true, accord
ing to the Registrar's office.
Annie Bombard, Registrar, says
that no student has had to
withdraw because he or she
has been called by the Armed
Services. She said that il that
were o happen in the lulure,
she would "anticipate no
problem with them returning.”

Margaret Stock, 2L. and a
reservist in the Army added
that if somebody had to leave
schoolduring the semester that
persan would get a tnition re-
fund. Neither Margaret Stock
nor Carolyn Langer, 2L, an M.D.
and National Guardsman, have
been called. even though re-
poris on lelevision have indi-
caled that doclors are
particularly indemand. Neither
anticipate being.called up, but
reallirm their willingness lo go
il called. "] made a commit-
ment,” says Dr. Langer, "and il
called upon 1 would [eel an
obligation to [ulfill my service.”
Ms. Stock expressed similar
sentiments.

Dean Cuisine

Former Dean Co-authors Cookbook

By Sharon Stone

Old HLS Deans neverdie, they
just go on to wrile cookbooks.
Or so it seems wilh James
Vorenberg'51, whose cookbook
has golten rave reviews [rom
Julia Child.

Vorenberg, Roscoe [Pound
Professor of law and lormer
Dean of HLLS (1981-1989] co
wrole with Jack Greenberg,
lormer vice-dean of Columbia
Law School, “Dean Cuisine, or
The Liberaled Man's Guide To
Fine Cooking™ (o be published
next month.

The co-authors have dillerent
specialities, Dean Greenberg
oversees lhe stufled vegelables
and pastas while Dean
Vorenberg concenirates on
desserts. The resultl is a book of
fine recipes that can usually be
prepared in an hour.

Child, who reviewed the book
for the Harvard Law Bulletin
wrote, 1 very much like this no
nonsense collection of recipes
with a minimum ol bothersome
detail but enough for the en-
thusiast to follow. A running
commentary and personal re-
marks make the recipes a good
read. and the authors’ relaxed

Continued on page 3
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Dean Vorenberg, left, with Dean Greenberg, right, and meal, center.
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Dean Clark Out Of
Presidency Race

Steven Kastenberg

The nex!t president of Harvard
Universily will be someone olher
than Dean Robert Clark. Since last fall,
the Universily has been in the process
of narrowing down a tentalive list of 35
tlo 50 candidales to a more manageable
“short list.” The group includes political
figures, prominent scientists, presidenls
of other universilies, and several
Harvard deans.

Clark was apparently in the running
for several months. His name was said
lo appear on the provisional medium
list, and he may even hold a place on
Lhe short list, he is not thought o be a
strong candidate, according lo Tara
Nyak, editorial chair of the Harvard Crimson.

For his part, Clark disavowed a desire
to be president, and described the
prospect of his being tapped for the
position as extremely unlikely. “It
doesn't make sense structurally™ he
said, noting that the outgoing president,
Derek Bok, was also a prolessorat, and
dean of, the law school. The search
committee, he says, is unlikely to favor
a Clark presidency out ol any sense of
tradition or deja vu.

Ralher, Clark asserts the commitlee

is likely to look lo some other lield of

xpertise in the interests ol institutional
balance. Clark feels that the commitiee
is looking lor “someone with lirst hand
experience with olher parts ol the
Universily.” The law school is nol
thought to be an arm ol the Universily
greatly in need ol strengthening or
additional allention. Clark suggested
that “il's time for a scienlist,” as part of
a University effort to sirengthen it's
teaching of the sciences.

In fact, a number ol scienlisls are
thought to be under consideration. They
include Earth and Planetlary Sciences
Chair Michael B. McElroy; Mallinckradl
Professor of Chemisiry Jeremy R.
Knowles; Gaiser Prolessor of Biological
Chemistry Christopher T. Walsh, Jr.;
and noled bolanist Peter H. Raven.

“| have a lol of projects here,” Clark
said of his taxing current position. “I'm
still learning the job.”

Other Harvard deans under consideration
are Ronald F. Thiemann of the Divinity
School, and Robert D. Putnam of the
Kennedy Schoeol of Government,

The search committee has said that it
will select a new president within the
next six weeks. Apparently passed over
but not forgotten, Clark said he expects
the decision to be made by the end of
February.

Law Review Elects
New Leader

By The Staff

Aller a grueling thirteen-hour election,
David Ellen, 2L, ascended to the
presidency of the Harvard Law Review
on Sunday, February 3.

Ellen described the goals of his board
ol editors as being “lo give our best
ellorts at [ullilling both aspects of the
Law Review's lraditional mission ol
publishing the hest legal articles
possible and developing the writing anl
editing skills of our own students.”
Ellen said that his board will seeks a
broad range of articles, “from whatever
perspective and o whatever subject
possible, from anti-irust lo critical race
theory.”

A proponent of continuing the Law
Review's traditional allirmaltive action
program, Ellen takes a wait-and-see
approach to the possibility olextending
the program to include women. The
finding that women comprised only 25
percent of the students chosen [or the
Law Review in last year's compeltilion
became a lopic of controve rsv last fall.
"*We'll watch for what }mm:ue ns again
this year to see whether it was simplyv a

slatistical blip or whether it reflecis the
beginning of a worrisome lrend.” said
Ellen. “Continuity of diversity ol
background as well as interest  will
continue Lo be a central concern of the
Law Review election process.”

If the next competition also yields a
disproportionately small number of
female editors, says Ellen, “the entire
Law review body will have to meet and
decide collectively whether to pursue a
more thorough inguiry inte the
disproportionality.” He addecd, °I hope
that it is a statistical blip.”

Ellen, 26, is native of Philacdelphia
and a graduate of Harvard College, ‘86
A7. As an undergraduate he majored in
History and Science, writing a thesis
entitled *Darwin in the Harvard
Classroom: [rom the Old to the New
Curriculum.” The thesis traced the
evolution of moral philosephy in
nineteenth-century American colleges

Following graduation, he was Marshall
Scholar at King's College. Cambridge
University. At Cambridge. he stuclied
political theorv, and wrole a series ol
essays on a number ol American
political theory surrounding the
conslitution and the revolution.

Students Rally For Israel

Since the first missile attacks on Israel,
many Americans have vocally supported
Israel. One such show of support was
held Wednesday, January 30 in Harvard
Yard featuring Alan Dershﬂwllz.

The popular spokesperson for Jewish
causes said we need to show solidarity

By Bill Martin

with the people of Israel in this time of
crisis and lo protest Saddam Hussein's
use of missiles against Israel.

Although Professor Dershowitz has
been critical of the Israeli government
in the past, he believes that regardless
of the government's policies, this is a
time in which “every right thinking
person, Jewish or otherwise, should
stand togetheragainsi the SCUD missile
attacks against civilian population
centers.”

Indeed, the very prospect of SCUD
missiles crashing into Israel with
chemical warheads has recalled painful
memories of the Holocaust, according
to Dershowitz.

AmericanJews are actively supporting

Israel. They are attending rallies, raising
funds for the residents in Tel Aviv and
elsewhere who suffered damage to their
person and property, and are traveling
to Israel to stay with family and friends.
For his part, Dershowitz said he would
continue to be active in gathering
support for Israel on other campuses
and around the world. He doesn’t
preclude the possibility of going toIsrael
“if the situation gets worse.”
Fromalegal standpoint, Irag'sattacks
on Israel are in violation of several
principles of international law that
proscribe attacks on civilian centers
and non-combatants, according to
Dershowitz. Dershowitz spoke brielly
about plans to file lawsuits on behalf of
those families whose homes were
destroyed by SCUD missiles against a
number of German companies who have
supplied Iraq with the resources and
technelogy todevelop chemical weapons
and expand Iraqi SCUD capakility.
Dershowitz noted, “The German

people owe a special sensitivily to Israel
and to the Jewish people to make sure
that their weapons of mass destruction
are never used against them.”

There are also plans tofile suits against

Professor Alan Dershowitz Urges Students to Stand up for Israel In Gulf War

the Iraqi government to seize the assets
oflraqibanks in the 11.5. and in Evrope.

Like many people in this country,
Dershowitz has mixed views about the
war. Although he helieves, in retrospect,
that sanctions could not have worked,
he thinks the price to pay to liberate
Kuwait is too higlk "I don't think it's
worth American lives to simply restore
Kuwait to a monarchical dictatorship .

[Although] the idea of disabling
Saddam’s war machine may be a
worthwhile effort.”

Dershowitz rejects the idea of an
international Middle East conference,
preferring a regional conference
between Israel and the Arab states. A
future conflerence. he said. should
address not only the Palestinian
guestion as it relates to lsrael and
Jordan, but also the future of Arab
minorities such as the Kurds in Irag
who seek statehood and the prevention
of human rights abuses. Dershowitz
commented. *To look at the Palestinian
problem only in relation to Israel is a
mistake.”

L.iebman

Continued from page 1

entitled Employment Law was the firsl
ever written on the :-'-nh_;:*{'l. [1 covers
areas such as drug testing.
discrimination. sexual harassment.
salety and health, and social security,

More recently. his book The Social
Responsibilities of Lawwyers, co-wrillen
with Heymann, was praised as being
“destined to have a marked impact
upon Lthe teaching, practice and ethics
of law,” according to a review in the
Michigan Law Review.

Liebman graduated from Yale College
in 1962 after majoring in politics and
economics. He studied English history
for the next {wo years al Cambridge
University belore earning his law
degree magna cum laude. He was
President of the Harvard Law Review.

Upon graduation he clerked for U.S,
Supreme Court Justice Byron While.
Liebman returned to Harvard Law
School as an assistant prolessor in
1970 aller serving as an assistant to
New York City Mayor John Lindsay on
Iransportation issues. He served as
associale dean from 1958] (o 1984,

jobs.

Cookbqok

Continued from page 4

approach should give should give
anvone the Lﬂllﬂdﬁ‘l‘lﬁ‘: to-plunge in
without fear of failure.”

Commenting on the unique
perspective of a cookbook written by
men, Child notes, “The male approach
to cookery, in my cbservation, is much
freer, faster, more daring, and more
casual than the female, and it would
seem to me that this book, filled with
the enjoyment of creating good things
to eat, it is indeed "The Liberated Man’'s
Guide to Fine Cooking®.”

The authors note that their regular
forays into cooking began as aresult of
their efforts “to share the responsibility
for preparing meals. as our wives have
almostalways had demanding. full time
The problem could have been
solved by slapdash hamburgers. TV
dinners, household help or eating out.
These answers, however. ranged from
unsatisfying toeconomically impossible
or inconvenient.” Their expertise and
the resultant cookbook therefore
stemmed from the realization that
“participation by men [was] necessan
il women's liberation was not to mark
the end of fine cooking on a regular
basis.”

The cookbook. has more than 200
recipes [rom all over the world and has
been in the making for over 10 years.

"We spent a month with our wives
logether on the French Riviera and
began doing more elaborate cooking.
Vorenberg recalled. “Then | became
dean and Jack was flying around for
human rights and becoming dean. We
were always on the verge of linishing.”

Greenberg's human rights travel
abroad meant that He was able to make
more contributions to the cookbook. As
the cookbook notes however,
Vorenberg's main contribution “was to
apply a measure ol restraint-thus
protectling readers [rom Mexican grilled
grasshoppers and Philippine fertilized
duck-eggs.”

Don’t Miss Our

Valentine's Day
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The Return Of The Center

‘Has it been noted that Gulf War marks the mastery by the
formerly silent. occasionally lumpen, usually trusting and
fundanientally decent majority of middle-of-the-road
Americans of the techniques of political radicalism?

Everyone expected the anti-war protests —given the
histrionic propensities of the sixties hold-overs and their
acolytes, peace marches rallies and open-air concerts
already seemed a certainty when the war was only a
possibility. And, sure enough, they materialized on cue,
complete with tie-dyed shirts.

But who expected the counter-protestors? In the original
of the event which the anti-war movement mistakenly
believes itself to be reliving —Vietnam— the peace
movement's opponents were red-faced, fist-shaking "super-
patriots.” who were easy to discredit because they were
%ucl-; to anger. When they lost their tempers, they aided
the protestor’'s claims of moral superiority.

Now the mainstream is more sophisticated, a bit less
rough around the edges. The "support our troops” forces
invoke the same visual iconography of the Civil Rights
movement as do the anti-war protestors. They march with
hands clasped, assemble peaceably, sing inunison. What's
more, they rationally defend their positions, and do so with
a combiriation of reasonableness and sincerity which
makes them at least as credible as the anti-war protestors.

What accounts for the appearance of the counter-
protestors? I suspect simply a feeling that their opinions
were not i:u:*ing? adequately represented bE; overl
manipulable media and a feeling that this time fo
was at stake to remain silent.

What is the significance of the counter-protestors? Quite
possibly, the mobilization of centrist opinion will be the
most important development of the war. For a generation,
an absolutist conception of individual rights has reigned in
the Supreme Court while special interest groups have

overned in the Congress. The result is a system of

overnment increasingly incompetent at serving the
common interest. Now, with the advent of the counter-
protest, an opinion group which appears to represent the
mainstream of public sentiment has acquired the ability to
counter a marginal, narrowly-focused interest and assert
itself in behalf of a popular conception of the common well-
being. While I did not agree with the president’s decision
to go to war, I respect the egitimac‘::?z 'DfEhE process through
which the decision was made and of the idea of majority
rule. The counter-protests represent a step towards
restoring effective majority rule.

A parallel developmént seems to be taking form here on
campus. Here too moderate opinion is beginning to find a
voice in a "debate” which has largely been dominated by the
stagy antics of the left. By intervening in the suit against
the law school brought by the Coalition for Civil Rights,
Students for Constructive Diversity have adopted the
techniques of the left to move the debate towards the
center. While asking for damages of $200,000 seems a bit
drastic —not to say optimistic— I feel only a smidgen of
sympathy for CCR.
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Intervenors’ Inhibiting Arguement

To The Editor:

I wrile to express my deep regrel at
the intervention of a group of approxi-
maltely 50 students as Delendants In
CCR’s lawsuil against Harvard. They
nel only answered the claims againsi
HLS, bul counterclaimed against CCR.

Letters To The Editor

The Intervenors claim CCR has en-
gaged in the torts of "abuse of process,”
“tortious interference of contract,” and
“tortious interference with advania-
geous relations.” They seek $200,000
in damages [rom CCR.

All questions of law aside, | can un-
derstand why these students wanl to
intervene in the lawsuil. They disagree
with the merits of CCR's claims and
believe it will hurt their education. But
whatever the validity of their interven-
lion, their counterclaims are another
matter altogether. These are serious
personal accusations against CCR and
its members. Moreover, they seek to
extract from CCR substantial sums of
money.

Imagine the legal regime thal would
permit the intervenors to recover the
$200,000 they seek. In this regime, a
plaintiflf could become liable f[or tort
damages. just by seeking lo assert his
or her civil rights.

We're not talking here about the de-

lerrence ol vacuous allegalions. For
this we have Rule 11. If HLS believed
CCR's claims were so groundless as o
meril sanctions, they could file a Rule
11 claim.

Nelther are we talking aboul protec-
tion for the inlerests of the students
seeking toinlervene. Theirinlervention
would be sullicient for this purpose.

No, the counterclaims asseried by the
inlervenors seek lo creale a regime that
is specilically hostile to civil rights. This
regime would virtually eliminate civil
righls lawsuits.

Even those students who don't agree
with the CCRlawsuit should be troubled
by these counterclaims. If civil rights
are lo have any meaning, we cannot
give those who disagree with them the
right lo intimidate plaintilTs.

CCR has demonstraled that women
comprise 23.7%of full-time law teachers
nationwide, while only 7.6% of the [ull-
time facully at HLS. CCR has also
shown that the non-represented mi-
nority groups on the HLS faculty com-
prise nearly 5% of full-time law teachers
nationwide (and an even higher per-
centage of recent hires). Whether such
statistics are sufficiently probative to
merit a finding that HLS's subjective
hiring system has a discriminatory ef-
[ect on women and minorities is a
question of law. Observers may agree
or disagree. Bul should it be tortious to
bring such a claim?

— Minouche Kandel (3L)

Anti-Zionism Not Always
A Sign Of Anti-Semitism

To The Editor:

[ feel compelled to respond to an
appalling article stuffed in the Hark
boxes by an anonymous group calling
themselves “Law Students For A Strong
Israel.” The article contends that anti-
Zionism is anti-semitism and decries
the double standard applied to the
Jewish state, home to “history’s most
consistently hated group.”

Regardless of whether Jews deserve
the title of “most hated™ (Native
Americans and Africans have also
sullered more than their fair share of
genocide, slavery, and oppression at
the hands of the civilized West), past
suffering does not justify the current
repression being carried out by Israel
against Palestinians in the Occupied
Territories. Sadly, the hope thal past
suffering strengthens meoral righ-
teousness does not hold true for either
the current government of Israel or the
students who submitted the article.

It is surely true that many anti-Zi-
onists are closet anti-semites, just as
the anti-lraq venom being spewed by

the U.S. media reflects a not-so-subtle
anti-Arabism. However, one need not
be motivated by prejudice to oppose a
state that grants different levels of
citizenship to Jews and Arabs or to
promote a state based on strictly secu-
lar, democratic state that grants no
privileges based on race or religion (for
the record, | support the existence both
of Israel and a demilitarized Palestin-
lan state in the Occupied Territories).
To tar as bigots those who hold these
views reflects the same blind prejudice
that the article claims to oppose.

In the Middle East, with its interlinked
religious, ethnic, political, and economic
tensions, there are few clear-cut an-
swers. What is clear is that without
increased dialogue and understanding
among the warring factions, blood will
continue to flow.

The students who distributed this
article oppose dialogue, presumably
because dialogue by its nature recog-
nizes the humanityofboth participants.
And if the Palestinians are human,

Zionism on page 7

Record Wrong On Gulf War

To The Editor:

The Record editorial on the war be-
gins by rightly pointing out the disturb-
ing class, ethnic and racial disparities
between American society at large and
our armed [orces. Where it goes wrong
is in its beliefl that this should lead us
lo advocale a “peace conference” with
Saddam Hussein. Furthermore, il
somehow reaches the rather bizarre
conclusion thal “sending others to do
one’s fighting it the moral equivalent of
appeasing.”

Saddam Hussein is a ruthless, brulal
clictator. That fact should be obvious,
yel, for some reason, it seems lost in the
haze created by thase who argue for
compromise. Hussein has gassed over
5,000 Kurdish men, women and chil-
dren. He has invaded a neighbor. He
ignores the needs ol his own population,
initiating and maintaining lengthy and
sell-destruclive wars that impoverish
his people. This man is no icon ol pan-
Arabism, no model of any “-ism” excepl
lotalitarianism.

To blithely explain away Hussein's

atrocities through a superficial moral
relativism smacks of a paternalismand
condescension that does adisservice to
the peoples of the area and the world.
Values such as life and individual lib-
erty brook no such ethical tinkering.

Furthermore, demanding anything
less than total withdrawal from Kuwait
and dismantling of Hussein's offensive
war machine would only be interpreted
as enhancing Hussein's statlus among
his people. In other words, he would
gain “face,” which in turn would permit
him to consolidate his influence over
Arab populations.

Al worst, we would be consigning the
entire Middle East toyears of lerrorand
destruction, abandoning the only true
democracies of the region, Israel and
Turkey. Allernatively, we would face
the bleak prospect of a confrontation a
[ew years down the road, this time with
an Iraq capable of inflicting a nuclear
calastrophe, rather than “just™ those ol
an environmental or chemical nature,

I am not insensilive o the stark pros-

Gulf War on page 7
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Smart Bombs: Dumb War

By Steve Donzer
Record Columnist

Those who think the United States Is
engaged ina *moral” fight in the Persian
Gulf should lake a late-night peek In-
side the discos of Cairo. There they can
wilness whal is surely one of the more
surprising sights of the war — young,
drafl -age Kuwaiti men dancing the night
away lo Madonna while working class
Americans prepare lo make the ultimate
sacrifice lo “liberale” the disco-dancers’
country.

This disturbing snapshol of Kuwaiti
life suggests that this war is an effort by
the United Stales lo prolect the lifestyles
of the Rich and Famous, both in the
Middle East and al home. The people
who derive immediale gain from this
war are lhose who own oil and the
means Lo control il. This includes a lew
[amilies in the Middle East. the major
oil companies (who are reporting mega-
profits since the crisis began), and the
American weapons manufacturers who
quietly have been celebrating the sud-
den demonization of Saddam and the
end ol the peace dividend.

We might vanquish Irag. We might
reassert ourselves as the number one
military power in the world, But we will
still lag behind 17 countries in infant
mortality. More than 35 million
Americans do not have health insur-
ance. Three million Americans — many
of them Vietnam Vets — are homeless.
As we spend $1 million on every Cruise

misslle (200 launched in the first hour
of the war), and close lo $1 billion a day
on the war, every American should stop
and ponder il our country might be
stronger il that money were spenl on
human needs Instead of human de-
struction.

Saddam Hussein's mistake was nol
that he gassed the Kurds or murdered
his political opponenls or dragged his
country into a war with Iran that killed
1 million people. None of that elicited as
much as a verbal condemnaltion by our
government, which was selling weapons
to this ruthless but useful dictator. His
mistake was thal on August 2 he vio-
lated a lundamental principle of world
aflairs, as deflined by the United Stales
— that the energy reserves of the Micdle

Easl have to be firmly in the hands of

the U.5. energy corporalions and
trusted U.5. client governments, like
Saudi Arabia and the Gulf Sheikdoms.

George Bush said the Iraqi aggression
must not be allowed tostand, but history
tells us aggression has always been
fineifit serves U.S. interests. We invaded
Panama, killed between 1,000 and
2,500 civilians, and installed a puppet
regime. The world objected, so the
United States vetoed two U.N. Security
Council Resolutions.

Israel invaded Lebanon and killed
about 20,000 peaple. The United States
vetoed a series of U.N. Security Council
resolutions condemning that aggres-
sion. South Africa invaded and occu-
pied Namibia, looting and terrorizing
the population. For this racist regime

the United States decided to use “con
structive diplomacy” instead of bomb
ing Preloria.

Maorocoo invaded the Weslern Sahara
and annexed il; no protest from Lhe
U.S. Indonesia invaded East Timor and
killed 200,000 peaple in the worsl
slaughter relative lo the population
since the Holocaust; we give Indonesia
aid.

George Bush has consistently pointed
lo the presence of a Uniled Nations
coalition to justify resloring lo power
the government of Kuwail. There is
mare to Lhis than meels the eye. China,
with a quartierof the world's population,
abstained from the vole authorizing
force. The vast majority afother nations

representing the overwhelming bulk
of the 4 billion people in the Third
World — had no say in the final deci
sion. Add to this fact that the L.S. has
veloed countless resolutions upholding
international law and human rights
and one begins to see the depths ol our
hypocrisy in this inlernational hody.

Gz2orge Bush claimed in his State of
the Union Address that he “tried every
diplomalic avenue lo avoid war.” Ac
tually, Bush used the diplamatic track
to send an ultimatum to Saddam that
anything short efcomplete capitulation
was unacceplable. On several nccasions
Iraq offered to withdraw from Kuwait if
all foreign troops leave the region and
an international conference would be
held on the Israeli occupation of the
West Bank and Gaza. These Iraqi peace
olfers were categorically dismissed by
the United States on the grounds that
it would “reward” aggressors. With
thousands of innocent lives hanging in
the balance, this rejection of diplomacy
by Bush was nothing short of oulra-

geous.,

‘Bush later claimed he did not want a
ruthless dictator controlling half of the
world's oil reserves. No, he would prefer
a ruthless emir or a ruthless corpora
tion lo control those reserves, Ordinary
peaple all over the world would still face
the same problems of hunger and
helplessness.

When public opinion polls showed
that hall of Americans were opposed to
the war, Bush began to claim that Iraq
would soon be armed with nuclear
weapons. Almost immediately, experts
on weaponry came forward and said
[raq was at best years from developing
a nuclear weapon.

Bush talked aboul creating a “New
World Order™ by disposing of Sacdam.
But il this means playing by the rules of
international law, the Uniled States
might have the most 1o lose. What
Bush means is a world where U.S.
police power spreads across planet earth
unchecked by the former superpower
arrangement. *The United Stales has
gained a new legitimacy,” Bush said on
TV last week. "What we say. goes.”

While Kuwaiti youth strap on their
Armani suits and take their forward
positions on the dance floor, our own
soldiers are donning gas masks in the
desert. If orders for body bags (excuse
me, “human remains pouches”™) are
anyindication, about 16,000 American
lroops are expecled to die in a ground
war. Remember that Iwo Jima was only
eight square miles. We bombed it for 74
straight davs and still suffered 25.400
casualties in the ensuing ground as-
sault.

The probable death of thousands of
American soldiers pales in comparison

Continued on back page
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Editor's note: Fenno is on
assignment somewhere in
the Middle East.

In the beginning there was
nothing but the void.

Then there was Day-Timer,

On the first day god said,
“Let there be light.”

And there was light.

On the second day god said.
“Let there be land.”

And there was land.

So it continued, and there
was a speck of a sphere spin-
ning in space and swarming
with swine swimming in swill.

Circa 1991. But the swine
don’t make no mind. Until...

"Uh oh. no more light.”
Someone stole the fuel.

Start over with day one.
Where in god's name is s/he
when we need him/her?!?
|God. now out in its newest
“Allah 4.17 version, is busy
aiding Jordanians hating Jews
hating Palestinians hating
Americans hating Iraqis hating
Turks hating Algerians hating
French hating Brits hating
Germans hating...you get the
picture).

That's OK, George Bush has
something better than god. he
has "Hero Week"™ on TNT.

But John Wayne can't do it
all alone. He needs Fenno.

Fenno was expecting bad
news...grades, overdue AmEx
bills from the holiday season,
a rent eviction notice. Bul a
drafl notice?!?

(Live Coverage of “Fenno of
Arabia” will continue round
the clock ‘til we all heave).
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Two Views Of War And Protest

Don’t Undermine Troops

Jim Bowen
Guest Columnist

On November 5, 1983, | sleeled my-
selltoaccomplishon of the most difficult
tasks of my lile- visiting the pregnant
widow of a soldier vou have walched die
in combat. But as an army officer. il
was my duty to him te tell her how he
died serving his country. War has a
terrible cost. For that reason. the de-
cision to go 1o war cannol be laken
lightlv: but once commitied the nation
must Llnil'}r and do its utmost to bring
the war to a swilt, successful, and final
conclusion.

As 1 wrile this article. thousands of
Americans stand ready to answer the
nation’s call in the sands of Kuwait and
Iraq. Will our nation, stand behind the
awesome elfort until it is successul?

Harvard Law School has a small, vo-
cal antliwar contingent. 1 hope to dem-
onsirate that their well-inlentioned
attempts to undermine public support
for the war effort actually benelit Iraq.
Hussein certainly thinks so; in his in-
terview with CNN last week., he per
sonally thanked the demonstralors in
the West. | do not advocate limiting
their constitutionally protected right to
dissent. However, | do [eel public op-
position to the war is unwise and in-
appropriate in this case. It should not
be allowed to go unchallenged.

First ol all. cuir nation is al war, For
the first time since Pearl Harbor, our
elected renresentatives in Congress
have faced their collective constitutional
responsibility by democratically voting
their authorization for military action
to liberate Kuwait. This makes this war
qualitatively diflerent from any other in
the past four decades. To dissent against
the war after that vote is not to dissent
against the President’s policies, as most
protesters claim, but truly to dissent
against the nation's will.

This military action is unique in an-
other important respect: it was under-
taken under the authorization of the
United Nations. During the Cold War,
the U.N. was an ineflectual, moribund
organization. The world is now a dil-
ferent place. Some see this crisis as an
opportunity to shape the post-Cold War
future; in that future, either the U.N.
will be an organirzation able to enforce
the principles of international law, or it
will not. The United Nations, as well as
the United States, has important val-
ues at stake in this war. To claim now
that the war is somehow immoral or
unjust is lo undercut the legitimacy of
the U.N. The long-lerm consequences
of such action cannot be positive, and
assuredly will not be peaceful. The
short-term consequences of demon-
strating against the war are to under-
mine the moral strength ol international
law, asembodied in the Security Council
and the coalition, and the personal
legitimacy of the Secretary-General.

Whal about diplomacy? Despile the
IPalestinian red herring raised by
Saddam Hussein to the world's de-
mands that he withdraw from Kuwail,
there is no evidence lo support any real
intention on his part ever to comply
with the U.N. resolutions. That did not
change in live months of sanctions,
and has nol changed alier three weeks
of serious aerial bombardment. The
idea that negolialions can achieve a
compromise solution has little histori-
cal support, while there is ample rea
son Lo believe that parallel talks with a
possibility of give-and-take provide the
weaker parly an incentive lo drag the
Well €arl

The only outcome lelt that has any
chance ol achieving long-lerm slability
is full compliance by Iraq. Iraq was
capable of single-handedly ending the
crisis peacelully for five months, and
still can. Those who champion a dip
lomatic solution ignore Iraq's behavior
lo date, and may be providing Iraq
incentives not to end the war.

Some feel we should stop [ighting
unilaterally and conlinue with sanc-
tions. L have [ive observalions on this

issue. Firsi, under sanclions alone,
Saddam Hussein's army could, and
would, coldly watch the nation starve
while continuing to refuse U.N. food
and medicine. Second, it is doubtful
that the world, particularly the Arab
nations, could ever let an embargo get
to the point of famine withoul caving in.
Third. there is ample evidence that the
blockade was partially ineffective.
Fourth, stopping our military elloris
for no reciprocal concession rewards
further intransigence. Finally, the his-
torical record concerning economic
sanctions does not give much reason
[or hope, Considering the totality ol
these arguments, it would fatally en-
danger the U.N. cause to stop fighting
at any point short of full compliance.
Protestors who favor such an approach
support, in theory, civilian genocide
aver the destruction of Iraq's war ma-
chine and, ultimately, support a paper
solution that would have only a mi-
nuscule chance of ever accomplishing
our objeclives,

The protest movement [urther sup-
poris Iraq by the one-sided, anti-1.S.
nature of its protests: they picket the
White House and Capitol, but not the
Iraqi embassy; they caricature and
mention by name President Bush, but
not Saddam Hussein; they burn
American [lags, but not Iraqi ones.

Some protesters see this conflict as a
war over oil. True, Kuwait sits atop vast
petroleum reserves. If it did not, it

would have negligible value to Saddam
Hussein and the August 2 invasion

probably never would have occurred.
But that is a hypothetical situation.
Kuwait is a tiny, oil-rich nation occu-
pied by the invading army of a brutal
neighboring dictatorship. Does that
make it less worthy of international
protection? Those who say it does po-
tentially condemn Bahrain, Qatar, and
the United Arab Emirates to similar
treatment; Singapore certainly could
not draw comfort. The world has, to its
credit, learned in the last half-century
how to deal with megalomaniacs who
covel resource-rich territories. Certainly
those who protest can see that the
weakest nations of the world, just like
the weakest citizens among us, are the
most deserving of collective protection.
This is not a war overoil, and sloganizing
that it is merely obscures the important
principles at stake,

Despite protesters’ statements that
they aren’t protesting against the men
and women serving in the Gull, but
rather against the war, their dissent is
perceived by our service members as a

Continued on back page

Give Peace a Chance

Julia Gordon
Guest Columnist

| believe thal the peace movemenl—
and my parlicipation in it—supports
America and her basic values. At the
outset, [ want you to know how dilficult
this piece is for me o wrile. I am
Jewish, and have long supporied eflorts
to see Israel safe and protected. Many
of my immediate family memberslive in
the targeted lIsraeli cities, and every
time SCUD missiles have hil, my [right
is exceeded only by the desire for revenge
against Hussein. Moreover, by oppos-
ing the war, I have opened mysell up to
charges that | am somehow supporting
the enemy, and therefore betraying the
Jewish people. This charge pains me
more than I can possibly express on
paper, and makes opposing this war
the most difficult political and moral
choice 1 have made perhaps in my
entire life.

But the fact is, ] have chosen. [ cannot
let my anger govern my reason, And my
reason tells me that not only is this war
wrong, but this war is bad for Israel,
since it only exacerbates the ever-
present tensions in the region without
solving any of the real problems f[acing
Israel. Saddam Hussein's actions are
an outrage, and he is a fascist dictator
who must be opposed. As a supporier
of Israel, 1 recognized his destructive
potential while the United States gov-
ermment continued to provide him with
billions of dollars in aid even after he
gassed his own people. | do not un-
derstand why the invasion of Kuwait
required a military response, while his
other actions did not. But overall, | do
not agree that the U.S. had no choice
but to go to war; we know that President
Bush rejected numerous negotiation
options. Even in the face of Hussein's
egregious actions, a peaceful response
would have provided a more lasting
and powerful solution to the problems
that plague the Middle East, and might
have created a truly new world order.

| joined the peace movement first and
foremost, because [ support our troops.
Some may find this statement disin-
genuous; [ ask simply that they broaden
your notion of what constitutes support.
Although I oppose the policy that sent
them there, I pray for the safety of each
soldier. More important, I hope that my
opposition to the use of increased [orce
will affect decisions regarding tactics
and weapons —decisions on which the
lives of our troops depend. For ex-
ample, in H.R. Haldemann’s memoirs,
he claims that President Nixon decided

nol lo use nuclear weapons on North
Vielnam in the [all of '69 In parl be-
cause he feared that “basic institutions”
of the country would be disrupted by
the war prolesters. More recently,
President Reagan’s decisions regarding
Central America were informed by the
fear of protests. Right now, as the
President and military commanders
make decisions not only about the
possibility of nuclear weapons, but
about the desirability or necessity of an
all-out ground war (which would result
in the death of innumerable American
soldiers, as well as Iraqgi soldiers and
citizens), | want to make sure my voice
is heard. Aller all, the troops are com-
plelely dependent on the President,
and he is answerable only to us. Also,
by working to end or at least to cir-
cumscribe the war effort, | support
those who are dependent on the troops,
and the civilians caught in the cross-
fire of battle.

I supported our troops belore they
became our troops, by fighting for in-
creased aid to education and for gov-
ermment support of the unemployed
and the so-called working poor, im-
portant areas given the number of
people who joined the armed lorces
because of job unavailability or as a
way to pay tuition. I will support them
when they get back by working with
legal services, trying to improve health
care, and by fighting for the rights of
minorities and the disabled.

Additionally, I resent my President
telling me that I must support this war
simply because it has already started.
I don’t understand that logic. After all,
I don't support Jesse Helms just be-
cause he's already in the Senate. Along
these lines, [ am deeply disappointed in
many senators and members of Con-
gress who claimed to oppose the war,
but felt that to break with the President
would send a message to other nations
that the United States could not agree
on a policy. The whole point of our
system of government is that one per-
son cannot dictate policy for everyone,
and that checks and balances lower the
odds of making a really bad mistake. In
my opinion, Congress abdicated its
responsibility.

The greatness of America stems not
from the ability to force others to be like
us, but from our ability to make America
an example that other countries will
want to follow. We've heard so much
from recent presidents about America
as a shining city on a hill, but we never
really examine what shape the city is

Peace on back page

Beneath Bravado, Fear For Family And Future

The U.S. is undefleated in war.

Of course we musl overlook Vietnam,
the Bay of Pigs, and all of our other
coverlt and/or overt “police actions”
and, we must overlook the failing wars

Robert Arnold
RECORD Columnist

that we wage at home on drugs, on
AIDS, for civil rights, etc., (those are nol
really wars, but merely power-
brokering, pholo opportunities); how-
ever, if you talk about war, the facl is
that Americans know how to fight.

King George V discovered il when hc
tried to levy arbitrary taxes on lthe
young colony. The Japanese learned i
aller they regretfully launched a = ur-
prise attack on Pearl Harbor. The So-
viets learned il when they decided to
enter into a Cold War in order lo make
the world sale for socialism.

Don't mess with Uncle Sam: He is on
helluva fighter, one helluva war ma
chine.

We are Americans. We walk with a
swagger everywhere in the world. We
can easily forgel thal our economy is in
shambles, and that our society is a

mockery of how it is idealized. We will
still "kick your ass” (to paraphrase our
president).

We are Americans. We chew lobacco,
cuss, and walk bow-legged with our
chests stuck out. We will do anything
for the thrill ol a fisticulls. We are good
at it and we like it.

But, what happens alter we turn Iraq
into an uninhabitable and abandoned
parking lot?

Itis 1991, and whether we agree with
the war or not, most of us are very
proud to be Americans and generally
supportive of our troops. We are awed
al our sophisticaled arsenal of de-
struction, and sort of take a reprehen-
sibly morbid pride in the knowledge
that we can wipe oul whole civilizalions
andviewitall, in progress. on lelevision.
Maosi of us would welcame the oppor-
tunity to personally go one-on-one with
Saddam Hussein and rip out his stupid
looking mustache [ollicle by follicle.

However, buried in the clearer
thinking part ol our collective mind, we
know that Saddam Hussein is not the
problem by himsell, nor is the sover-
eignly of the emir of Kuwaitl's kingdom,
nor are the Palestinians, i isoil. They

are all ptoms and indicators of the
fact that we proud Americans are once
again having to defend another cre-
ation of the ill-devised, double stan-
dards that 'we feebly call policy. The
“white man's burden,” (read imperial-
istic, exploitative diplomacy), hasagain
led to an impasse.

Though we are presently reveling in
the comfort of self-righteous, holier-
than-thou assuredness, we still harbor
fears aboul the potential horrors that
lie ahead.

Personally, I fear that, because of this
war, my sister may lose a husband and
their child a father. I fear that I may lose
dear [riends who just love being
Americans even if that means risking
their lives in some [ar away deserl. |
fear that afler we annihilate thousands
of human beings and desecrate both
the countries ol Kuwait and Iraq in
order to save them, the United States,
the Middle East, and indeed the entire
world will be far worse-off than they
were on August 1, 1990, However, worsl
ol all, because America continues to
vainly battle symploms, I fear that we
will never know peace.
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Assessing The Costs of America’s
L.eading Role In War

Roy Edelstein
and
Steven Kastenberg
Record Columnists

Many Americans have been grum-

bling aboul burden sharing in the Gull

War. Why don’t Lthe Arab nalions send
mare lroops Lo deal with their regional
danger? Why should any Americans
die in ground combal? Why don't the
Germans and Japanese coniribute
more, especially when they are signili-
canlly more dependent on Mid-East
oil? Shouldn 't Saudi Arabia and Kuwait
pay more ol the cosis? Although we
should certainly try lo recoup our ex
penses, we also need lo recognize that
leadership has cosis and should be
exercised when our interests outweigh
the coslts.

In his State of the Union Address,
President Bush discussed ‘the vision
thing' with whal appeared to be genu-
ine sincerily and passion. The vision ol
America he propounded as an updated
version ol America as the world’s po
liceman - the U.S. serves as the world's
leader because it is the only nation
possessing the economic and military
strength to fuliill that role. Bush rec-
ognized, at least in passing, that with
this role come certain costs that other
countries do not face.

By admitting that the U.S. would
have o bear'exira costs as an inter
national leader, Bush at least recognizes
a tension that has olften been over
looked. Leadership can be expensive in
both dollars and lives. Leadership in a
crisis requires initiative. But American
initiative comimils resources, money,
technology, people, and prestige. By
exposing our interests early, we give
other countries the chance to take a
free ride by benefitting from our actions

wilhoul bearing the cosls.

Il we had not responded 1o the inva-
sion, perhaps another nation would
have acled in our place, or perhaps the
U.N. would have acted spontaneously
and cooperatively under the Secretary-
General's guidance. But more likely,
countries would play the game of
“chicken” - each one fearing to act [irst
lesi others Ireeride. The probable resuli
aller the Iraq invasion would be either
a delayed reactlion, or no strong reac
tion at all. Il our interests are truly
better served through aclion, then the
alternatives may leave America worse
ofl than if we had acled alone.

Collective decision-making is not
palatable in‘a crisis. In the U.S., for
example, we grant significant foreign
relations power to the President. Given
the need for a single decision maker,
would we prefer to send 50,000 troops
and place them under the command of
the Saudis or Germans, letting that
country decide whether and how war
would occur?

When our interesis mandate action.
the U.S. must step forward, knowing
full well the possible costs, and the
danger of free-riders. By maintaining a
leadership position now and in the
future we can best ensure that crises
are resolved so to benefit the U.S. In his
speech, Bush expressed a view ofa New
World Order, but one in which the U.5
is the first among nations.

Recognizing that costs ol leadership
may be inevitable, America can still
sirive to have other countries pay what
seems to be their ‘lair share’ - based on
some measure ol oil dependency or
security improvement '

Whatever time allows, part of the so
lution is to solicit commitment from
others in advance. The U.S. had more
negotiation leverage before committing
to action. After Iraq invaded Kuwait, we

consulted with Arab and Western allies
and the Soviet Unjon, we worked within
the United Nations [ramework, and we
modified our plans accordingly. Yet

even in doing all this, the U.S. taok the
lead in [ashioning the world’s response
lo Hussein's aggression

Anotheroplion is lolet other countries
know they will be better off later [or
helping now. We can use our leverage
with Kuwail and Saucdi Arabia to incluce
post-war benelils [or those countries
wha contributed and participated the
most (forexample, puaranteed reduced
oil prices). Already, this type of incen
tive helped increase participation in
the coalition by Turkey and Egypl in
exchange for economic aid from Saudi
Arabia and Kuwail

Finally, the U.S. can increase other
couniries’ awareness of the potential
damage to their repulation in America
and their relationship with our govern
menl. Indeed, some inJapan advocate

greater participation to meet American
complaints, warning of the likely dam
age lo U.S. relations otherwise.

While America should try to elicit
conlributions to the war and to other
causes in which we take a leading role,
we need to recognize that we act as the
world's policeman only when we be
lieve that it serves our intlerests. Despite

Jush's suggestion of noblesse oblige,
we have nat intervened in the Chinese
invasion ol Tibet, the Vietnamese in
vasion ol Cambeodia or Indonesia’s o
cupation of -East Timare, because wi
did not deem it in our best interests
When we do invade Panama. Grenada
or Kuwait, we do so [or our benelit. and
there are grealer or lessor free rider
costs involved. While we should try 1o
recaplure those costs, we should not
let their existence influence our decision
whelher or not to act.

Zionism
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they deserve human rights, including
the right to sell-determination.

Yet to deny another’s humanity is the
definition of bigotry. Bigotry is always
ugly, whether practiced b Y Jewor Arab.
It always leads to vic slence, as surely as
Israeli repression led to the i:.';-'-'1*|.:1

Like a greal many .-‘-.I||' icans '-:a'h-.
cheer as our bombs bury ane -!..r [ T
tionof non-humans. Law Students Fo
A Strong Israe] have ( g
with war and bigotry. By shutting out
other voices in the conflict, they ensure
a perpetuation of viclence ;
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Gulf War

Continued from page 4

pect of many deaths. For many years,
my family has constantly wor ried over
the welfare of ourrelatives in southwest
iran. We have many [riends and rela
tives in Israel as well. And we have close
friends currently serving with our U.S
forces in the Gulf. The costs in Ameri
can “blood and treasure,” to use George
1rase, f.'.-‘.. i | R R """'!
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-Behman Dayanim, 1L
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Brown, 2L, an army veteran, described
the effect of the war prolesis on the
soldiers’ morale. Brown distinguished
between criticism of politicians who
committed the U.S. to the war and
criticism of the military and its conduct
of the war. “If the pr:::l{':-;[m*ﬁ criticize
the policy-makers then that does not
attack the soldiers.” Brown suggested
that prolestors opposing the policy
makers may express their supporl for
troops by supporting the Army Red
Cross, expanding the clientele in the
Legal Aid Bureau to include veterans’
benefits, volunteer at the Mass Bar
Association and write lellers to soldiers
and sailors.

Joan Pepin, 2L. spoke second and
opposes the war primarily on moral
grounds. “War is a terrible thing—a sin
against humanily or God.” Pepin salid.

She criticized George Bush [or not
vigorously pursuing other avenues for
peace and suggested a comprehensive
peace conlerence discussing all the
issues in the Middle East.

“Linkage is much betier than war,”
Pepin said. If the goal is to establish a
just, peaceful and lasting solution in
the Middle East, then war is counter-
procdluctive because the winner's
solution simply gels imposed.”

The second hall of the forum was
intencled to allow an airing ol the
perspeclives ol lwo gronps who have
particularly strong leelings aboul the
war- a member of Jewish Law Students
and a Palestinian-Jordanian studendl.

Speaking as an American Jew who
identified with Israel, Eric Tirschwell,
21, first discussed the involvemenl of
American Jews in regard lo {he war. He
stated that US involvemenl is nol
attributable to the Jewish lobby. He
sald, apart [rom the [acl thal neither
George Bush nor James Baker would

be pressed by lobby lo wage war, *14 of

24 Jewish Democratic Representatives
and 4 of 5 Jewish Democratic Senators
voted against authorizing the President
to use force.” Both Bush and Baker had
arather churlish attitude towards Israel
prior to Saddam Hussein's invasion of
Kuwail, according to Tirschwell.

Tirschwell described his emotions
when witnessing the first SCUD missile
altack on Tel Aviv. That attack was fell
byJews all around the world. “An attack
on Israel is an attack on all of us.
Hatred of Israel is hatred of all Jews."

The final speaker was Lama Abu-
Odeh, LL.M., an upper-class
Palestinian-Jordanian. Abu-Odeh said
she has a personal grudge against
President Bush for "messing up the
world as | know il.” She opposes the
war, because it brings terrible
destruction and loss ol lile, and because
alfairs in the Arab world will be worse
aller the war then they were before.
“Anti-American sentiment will rise, Arab
fundamentalism will rise; in the struggle
between rich and poor Arabs. The US is
on the side of the rich Arabs, which will
lead to great instability in the region.
The chances of peace are going to go
down. Although the US will certainly
win, people won't take it lying down.”

Following the panel, the audience
expressed their views. All the initial
commenlts dealt with the Israeli-
[*alestinian problem. Daphna Boros,
3L, an Israeli-born American citizen
and a former housemate of Abu-QOdeh's
described their current relations as
mortal political enemies. “Two people
are battling for the same piece of land,”
she said. “This makes a solution to the
problem seemingly impossible.” She
pointed outl that Iragq’s invasion on
Kuwail was unprovoked while Israel's
occupation of the West Bank was
triggered by a Palestinian and Jordanian
atlack in 1967.

Smart Bombs

continued from page 1

to the carnage being visilted upon
innocent Iragi and Kuwaili civilians
from the sky. Last week, CNN showed
several American Cruise missiles llying
a few hundred leel over residential
neighborhoods in Baghdad. The voices
of women and children were screaming
in terror. Recenily, B-52s are making
bombing runs from ten miles high in
and around Baghdad. Will they cause
“collateral damage” lo civilians? Inour
last imperial adventure, such bombing
runs killed 2 million Vielnamese.

One nelwork correspondent called the
American bombing ol Baghdad on Jan.
16 a “slar-spangled display of leihal
firepower.” Yel the rockels’ red glare
over Iraq is expecled (o kill 100,000
civilians il American lroops march to
Baghdad, according lo the Center for
Defense Inflormalion. This informalion,
of course, was nol parl ol lhe
congressional debale authorizing war.
Public debale has been largely sanitized
by the media. Our censors, who
correctly understand public
cheerleading for war might nol survive
a ground assault, have decreed thal we
will not be allowed lo see the [aces of
dead or wounded American servicemen,

George Bush insists this war will not
be another Vielnam. Bul as in Vietnam.,
truth has become the [irst casually of
war. In the fall of 1967 General
Westimoreland suggesied our boys
would be home by Christmas. Then
came the Tet offensive. On the [irsl
night of the current war, we “decimated”
the Iraqi Republican Guard; knocked
out all SCUD missile launchers: and
wiped out command and control. None
of this turned out to be irue.

Mssrs. Cheney and Powell assure us
that American bombs are hitting only
legitimate military targets. News reports
indicale the definition of “military™ has
been broadened to include civilian

vehicles traveling toJordan, post offices,
electrical utilities, supply depots, and
telephone companies. Without running
water, Iraqi children will soon come
down with diarrhea, a primary cause of
infant mortality in the Third World.

It is no use to say civilians are not the
intended victims. Given the nature and
extent of the American bombing, it was
clearly foreseeable that innocent people
would suffer terrible harm and death.
Nor is it enough to assure the world
that “everything possible” is being done
to avoid civillan casualties, for
everything possible would include the
avoidance of the bombing of population
centers or the avoidance of war
altogether. Everything possible also
would have included serious
negoliations with Irag and a true
exhaustion of diplomatic options.

Many Americans believe they musl
support the war eflort not because il is
just, but simply because it has already
started. Yet each day's bombing
missions amount toe a renewed
declaralion of war that will resalt in
more civilian and military deaths. Do
we gag our voices and let Bush take this
war o ils logical conclusion, with all
the devastation that entails? Is il
palriotic to keep quiet when you believe
your country is making a disastrous
misiake?

The United Stales and Iraq should
declare a cease-fire and return 1o the
negotiating table. Hussein, his nuclear
capabilily destroyed, should be
presented with options that would allow
him to withdraw from Kuwait and save
[ace. Finally, the United States should
support an international conference on
peace in the Middle East and support
all U.N resolutions pertaining to the
region — including those that call for
and end to the Israeli occupation.

Il we reject diplomacy and continue
our assault on Iraq, I fear Bush might
go down in history as the second
Butcher of Baghdad.

-

Peace
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in. Here in America, many people go to
sleep hungry. Or homeless. Or die of
easily (reatable diseases because of
lack of access to health care. Or [ace
insurmountable bigotry and prejudice.
Our system of education is failing, and
our criminal justice system already has
[ailed. Yet, the same leaders who insist
that we do not have the resources to
deal with these problems and therefore
Imust depend on individual
volunteerism have managed to find a
iEreat deal of money to fight in Iraq, and
no one has suggested that Raytheon
clonate its Patriot missiles for free.

To the people who tell me that my
pposition to the war is lundamentally
incompatible with supporting the
troops, 1 make (wo points. One, if
soldiers comes home from winning a
war fought with the support of all of
America, and cannot find a job, or a
place to live, or have to walch their
hildren go hungry, they will quickly
orget the warm glow of patriotism. A
burst of fireworks can light the sky, but
cannot warm a home in the depths of
January. Two, if opposition to the war
were nol permitled, our country would
be little better than Hussein's.
Therefore, my opposition to the war can
only damage the morale of soldiers in
combal if those soldiers are convinced
by war supporters that my opposition
is destructive and hatelul; otherwise,
opposition will be seen as whalt il is —
the proper functioning of a democratic
society — and our soldiers will feel fully
supported in our mutual belief that

spreading democracy is a good cause.

In conclusion, Iwant to say that | take

my responsibility as a citizen very

Intervenors
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right of intervention for complaints
relative to housing practices and not to
employment practices.

Boykin further stated that “151B
clearly indicates that the right to
intervene ina 151B civilaction is limited
to those instances when the atlorney
general has commenced a civil action
to represent a complainant. Because
the attorney general has not
commenced an action torepresent CCR
in the instant case, SCD’s reliance on
151B s. 5 in the 'Motion' and
‘Memorandum’ is misplaced.” Boykin
said, “the purpose of the intervention
clause in s. 5 is to provide a right of
‘intervention only to plaintifls in housing
discrimination cases il the prosecution
ol their complaints has been taken over
by the state altorney general. Because
SCD is not a complainant, as defined
by law, and because the lawsuit in
question is not about a housing practice
and has nol been commenced by the
allorney general, no legal basis exists
lo support SCD’s intervention in this
lawsuit.”

SCD also contends that certain
(unnamed) faculty members are aiding
CCR in their suit by providing legal
acvice, Their motion states that "Such
collusion potentially undermines the
adequacy of any representation actually
provided by [Harvard].”

Boykin denled the charge. “A number
of people support what CCR is doing
but we are nol using Harvard Law
professors as co-counsel. The charge is
unsubstantiated.”

The judge will hear arguments on
Harvard's motion to dismiss on

February 13th.

seriously. [ vote. I volunleer. | work for
the benelit of my community. I would
be remiss il did not somehow indicate
my opposition to the most important
policy decision my leaders have made
since [ was old enough to vote. [ have
wrillen to senators and members of
congress; | have sent petitions to the
President; I do and will continue to
speak out in other ways as well, from
marching in the streets to writing this
article. 1 hope you will recognize my
responsibility to do these things even

as we try to resolve differences that
may exist between us.

Troops
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personal affront. This has a direct efl-
fect on the morale of all our troops.
The dissenters choose to portray this
conllicl as an executive policy without
public assent, an imperialilst-mer-
cantilist power struggle over petroleum
reserves. They push for diplomatic so-
lutions yet to be defined, but clearly
less than what the U.N. demands. They
claim to support the soldiers by
opposing the war that kills them. All
these statements simply are contrary
to the truth. Our soldiers fight best
with the assurance that the nation is
behind their efforts. This war to liberate
Kuwait serves the well-defined aims
adopted by Congress, pursuant to U.N.
resolutions. Nothing short of complete
victory will ensure long-term peace and
respect for the rule of international law.
No other outcome is worth the lives of
America's warriors. They will do their
duty to us to the best of their ability; it
remains for all of us to do our duty to

them by supporting their efforts to the
end.
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