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Editorial

Beware of Bush’s
false nuclear peace

When George Bush announced last Thursday he
was scrapping a modernization of the Lance nuclear
missile, some took it as just another sign that peace —
true, lasting peace — was on the way. In reality, it was
just another daring move by Bush’s cunning political
mind.

While canceling the improved Lance does ease
some of the constant threat of nuclear immolation,
Bush really didn’t have much choice in the matter.

The Lance is a medium-range missile deploved in
West Germany with a target range only effective under
75 miles. The new system would increase the range to
about 250 miles — but would still limit the weapon to
use on East German soil. It seems unlikely West Ger-
mans would approve deployment of a new weapon
aimed strictly at their soon-to-be reunited brethren.

When vou couple the above with a Congress which
is becoming increasingly hostile to defense spending.
you come up with an obsolete weapons system with a
big ($112 million) renovation price tag.

Given those factors, Bush's decision should come
as no great shock.

Almost lost in the headlines over canceling of the
Lance upgrading were some remarks Bush made at the
same press conference. In it. he acknowledged for the
first time that Gorbachev may be facing a serious pow-
er challenge over the Lithuania crisis. While this ad-
mission is certainly interesting, another announcement
should be carefully looked at.

In his speech, Bush called for a modernization of
existing weapon systems in West Germany and intro-
duced plans for a new air-launched nuclear missile.
The one thing all of these have in common is their
range. All are capable of hitting the Soviet Union, and
are in fact, designed to do so.

Back in the 1950s, in the heady days of early atom-
ic research, the Pentagon took a stance of ‘‘more bang
for your buck’ toward nuclear wea Bvu-y mili-
tary agency wanted weapon m

‘charges, mortar shells and ev s
neoc?l;t last year changed the in Nﬁ&‘
or atomic El.lropﬁ
have realized this, mmls
weapons largeted at Euiomﬁumm
potential allies) while upgudlng systems
to the Soviet Union. ”

Bush's “new" policy is just a continuance nf"ﬂm
old doctrines of "‘;15 Evil Empire,” *'rollback” and
“containment.”” The Soviet Union is still the major
threat despite what our leaders have said *'disputing"’
the fact. Bush has been careful not ta push for peace,
content to react, rather than act.
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Letters

Too far

In our culture
commaon for

cial commaentary to

it 15 nol un
those making so
LUSe 1Mages
ol violence and horror to make
current
Daddies

have gone from mak

i statement abowt
events. The Had

nowever
ing radical
(swhich our

social commaentary
society needs) to ex
ploiting the already exploited

Yes, this
band’'s poster portraving them
as he Tear-gassed Daddies
while using a portrait of Jewish
children being marched away
at gun point by Nazis as the ac
companying mmage

Whether or not the band in
tended such comparisons to be
made s beside  the
point. The point is that no one
said feelings were not going to
be hurt in the process of revolu
tion, but the Daddies are cer
tainly not making a revolution,
but making money

15 in reference to the

almost

I'he Bad Daddies are using
controversial 1mages to pro
mote themselves, not to pro
mote the understanding of al
ready marginalized issues. |f
what the band truly wants is
social commentary they are
failing. Thev are succeeding
only in offending members of

the community which would
probably enjov their otherwise
non-political music. Yet by ad
vertising the wav they do. they
are making themselves into a
[I-'I\-'[‘..1| [Pllil".l il ‘\L:!'I"I 1

I'here is a big difference be

Lween radical commentanry

which the Daddies perhaps be

Lheve they are n!'-.llljlg',l and com
mentary, which only ['J.I\‘\ up
to the media’s images of what

[which
15 what the band is doing)

IS .‘1.||,|in'lll!|_\.: 1o society

Kelly Weigel
Student

Costly error

I think the University is mak
ing a mistake in dropping the
Amernican Studies major
though the
small, Ameri
portant

I'his

studl

udies

Even
department s
an Studies is im

(AL ]LII{r'\
American histo
and society, In or
der to understand the problems

department
1hout

literature

n this countev, the
oller a

['niversity
that

should program

studies America
Even though | am graduating

spectfically

this spring, | still think the
I 'miversity 1s making a costly
error by eliminating this pro

Krim

Chet Nakada
History

Contradicts

lav Pentheny's letter (ODE
May 4) contradicts his assertion
that he 1s “"not homophobic.”
Come on! Despite vour feeble
attempts o appear civilized,
vour letter reeks of homo-
phobia. | think you failed mis
erably in forming a rational ar-
gument, and let me tell
why

Vou

If vour distaste for non-het-
erosexualily s not an issue
why do vou condemn same S6%
couples for behaviors that are
far more flagrant among hetero-
sexuals? People with other
than-heterosexual  orientations
must be free to express their a
traction without societal retri
bution. It is societal hypocrisy
for this freedom to be restrict
ed

The Gay Pride articles were
one way of letting people know
that non-heterosexuals do the
same things (under fire) that
the sexual majority does with
out a second thought: engage
i “rowdy sex'” and make com
Many block out this
and then treat the
minorities accordinglv
that 1s, blindly. If vou can deal
with the abstraction of non-het-
erosexuality, but flinch when
Vol see women full:illm |1{|tllih

mitments
similarity

1
Sen

I suggest that vou have prob
lems
“Freakish?"  What about

women who meticulously paint
themselves,
clothing
hip™ by
then

1|l1“
proclaimed “oh-so
tashion fascists, and
teeter off on four-inch
heels to offer themselves on the
local meat markets? What about

restrictive

“studs’ who strut around in a
thinly-veiled mating dance
looking for *“‘chicks?" These

customs are unblinkinglv ac
cepted.  but  nevertheless, |
think “‘freakishness’ is a rela
tive term, and is unsuitable for
discussions about ethics

Oh, and “keep vour sexual
teelings in the where
they belong?"" Look, I'll put my

closet

teelings back in the closet the
day vou hang vours up next to
them. Will 1 be seeing vou in
the walk-in anvtime soon?

Marina Woll
Russian studies

Clarification

As a May 2 Oregon Daily Erm
erald editorial points out, e
cent changes in chald
funding at the University “can
be confusing " 1 would like to
help clarify who has received
funding, from what source, and
tor what purpose

The ASUQ Child Care Task
Force received a $100,000 grant
from the Oregon State Scholar
ship Commission to fund a por
tion of the currently student
tee-funded ASUQO Child Care
Subsidy Program

care

The student body, through
incidental fees, will fund an
additional $160.740 in
dies that will go to graduate
students, unmarried couples
foreign students and other non
resident
|l‘l\r'
\\hll

subsi

undergraduates  who
child care

demonstrate

v\[n'lhl“-. .|r|\i

hinancial

need
Monies

SOUTCes

stall ol

from both
will be distributed by
the EMU Child Care programs
under guidelines established by
the ASUQO Child Care Task
Force and the 1FC. Currently
less than 40 percent of the tam
ilies receiving subsidies have
children enrolled in EMU Child
Care programs, while the ma
jority use other child care

The EMLU! Child Care
velopment Centers received in
creased student fee funding via
a ballot measure approved al
the recent student

and De

elections

These funds help to pay a por

tion of the operating costs ol
the CCDC's child
care network

Quality child care is expen
and the student bhody's
generous 1FC allocations, the
University’s  contribution ol
buildings and maintenance
and now state funds from the
grant all help make the Univer
sity

seven-site

sive

accessible to
dents by making good care for
their child affordable

parent sty

Ennis Revnolds
EMU Child Care coordinator
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