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Wanted: intelligence
This is dangerous.
If the person (or people) responsible for posting this notice around campus 

thinks he is doing men or fraternities a favour, he is sadly deluded. Such a 
frightening display of intolerance and stupidity serves no purpose but to insult 
the intelligence of the entire Dalhousie community.

We at the Gazette value our education. We came to Dalhousie to learn some
thing. To us that means listening to and respecting the thoughts and concerns of 
other people, especially those of our fellow students.

The “debate” which has run through the letters section of this newspaper, and 
has sadly culminated in the distribution of the above poster, started with a letter 
denouncing the men of Dalhousie for their sexist and harassing behaviour.

Clearly, not all the men at Dalhousie are sexist. But many of those who are, 
instead of welcoming the opportunity to reflect on their own behaviour, have 
responded with defensiveness and even outright hatred.

Others have reacted constructively. The members of the Phi Kappa Pi frater
nity, for example, have vowed to be more vigilant at their parties in the hope of 
limiting the sexist and abusive behaviour they admit occasionally occurs at such 
events. For this we commend them.

For the most part, however, the discussion over Angeline Fourrette’s letter of 
September 28 has degenerated to a point that we can no longer j ustify contribut
ing to it. We will print no more letters on the matter.
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Wanted: a good reason for distributing this poster.

advise women to be wary of dat
ing men since date rape is not 
infrequent. It would even have to 
caution women against associat
ing with men, since most inci
dents of sexual assault are not by 
strangers on the street, but by men 
we know. What advice would it 
give about women living in tradi
tional family situations, since 
one girl in eight is a victim of 
incest?

both cautious and powerful. To 
believe we have a right to say NO 
and to back it up, to believe we 
have a right to be impolite, or 
even mean in self-defense, even if 
it contradicts all our training to 
be nice. This is a more productive 
approach than reinforcing powe
rlessness and self-blame.
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Chair

Sexual Harassment Advisory 
Committee

And what should we say to 
women considering jobs with 
male supervisors, or courses with 
male professors? Are sexual 
innuendos, leering, touching, 
propositions and other forms of 
sexual harassment also to be 
blamed on what women wear to 
work and to class?

It is true that women are not 
safe on the streets — or in our 
homes, our workplaces, our cam
puses. If we look to women’s or 
girls’ clothing to explain why 
this happens, we will never 
change it.

Sexual assault and sexual 
harassment are not about sex, 
they are about power and the 
abuse of power. The problem lies 
in the socialization of men to con
fuse sex and power, to eroticize 
women and not to take women 
seriously.

If we are to help women avoid 
sexual assault and sexual harass
ment our advice has to be based 
on encouraging women to be

Wanted: 
some tact

Last Tuesday a devastating 
earthquake hit the San Francisco 
Bay area. Television cameras 
were there to film the destruction 
wrought by one of the worst natu
ral disasters in American history. 
The most damaged was a two- 
tiered section of highway which 
collapsed onto the lower tier, 
resulting in the tragic deaths of 
many of those trapped in their 
vehicles. The freeway was a fairly 
modern structure which was 
believed to be able to withstand 
the effects of an earthquake. The 
San Francisco area is situated in 
an earthquake-hazardous zone; 
the fear of pending disaster is 
ever-present and very real. Tues
day’s earthquake was not 
expected, but anyone listening to 
interviews on the news of those 
who experienced it were made 
aware of the acceptance and cop
ing ability of the people of this

region. However, I found it star
tling to hear so many people 
questioning why the freeway and 
a section of the bridge collapsed. 
Yes, it was claimed that the mod
ern structures could withstand 
much more stress and hold fast 
under earthquake conditions. It 
is not the first time in history that 
we have believed ourselves capa
ble of building something so 
advanced it would conquer the 
forces of nature — remember the 
Titanic?

There was a time when 
humans were in awe of the beauty 
and power of nature, unlike 
present-day society, which seems 
to have ignored these and blindly 
gone ahead with supreme confi
dence in our own abilities. Do we 
believe we have overcome, sur
passed, and can now control the 
forces of nature? An earthquake 
striking a major urban centre is

obviously going to have catastro
phic results. Instead of calling for 
inquiries into why the structures 
were not built to withstand the 
impact, shouldn’t we focus on the 
urgency of coping in emergency 
situations?

I understand that technology 
has advanced us to the point 
where we can now save lives that a 
decade ago would have been lost, 
that communication worldwide 
is almost instantaneous, that 
structures can withstand more 
stress than ever before, that the 
world can be blown up many 
times over. I do not dispute that 
science and technology have 
made some incredible gains. 
What I question is that increas
ingly we are led to believe that we 
are indestructible.

To the Gazette:
I would like to comment on the 

statements made by Mr. Bob 
Bagg, regarding bookstore prices, 
in the October 5 edition of The 
Gazette.

I found the attitude towards 
students implied by Mr. Bagg, 
and the language he used to 
èxpress himself, highly offensive. 
Regardless of the strength of his 
feelings, there was no need to 
state them in such a primitive and 
disrespectful manner.

Although I do not agree with 
Mr. Bagg, I appreciate the points 
he has brought up. Hopefully, in 
the future, however he will use 
some tact in stating his position.

Sincerely, 
Christina MacKinnon

Joanie Veitch
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