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Martial talking
A A SR ST T AR

Dear Sir,

The militarists, who think thatcrises
between nations should be solved
militarily and that peaceful negotia-
tion and compromise is appeasement
are dominating foreign affairs. The
classic example is President Bush who
actually talked of being willing to ne-
gotiate and having walked the extra
mile while with the next breath said
there would be no concessions and
issued ultimatums.

Tragically, those who see every-
thing in military terms; that believe
might is right; who believe in and
want victory at any cost; who believe
that power comes of the barrel of the
gun; that one shoots first and asks
questions later; and the end justifies
the means had their way in the Persian
Gulf crisis.

If we are going to elevate our con-
sciousness, create a new way of think-
ing and looking at the world with its
problems, we must think about the
principles that have caused the prob-
lems and replace them with better,
more humane and enlightened prin-
ciples. Hopefully, those of more
humane temperaments and more en-
lightened minds, who see the dangers
in a one-sided military approach will
raise their voices and concerns to
cancel out the militarists. Thankfully
there are people all over the world
demanding that the military carnage
stop and questioning the motives for
the war.

Can anyone imagine Jesus Christ,
the greatest humanitarian example the
world has ever seen, who said put up
the sword, blessed are the peace
makers, love you enemies, turn the
other cheek as a pilot in a B52 carpet
bombing? Can anyone imagine Him
bombing any village, town or city in
Iraq or Kuwait? Is it possible for him
to have been a part of the surprise
attack in the dark of night on Baghdad
to start a war? Not by might nor by
power but by my spirit saith the Lord.

For those who believe there can be
such a thing as a just war or an unjust
war, pleaseread Erich Fromm's book,
The Anatomy of Human Destructive-
ness. He gives a description of whata
just or an unjust war may be. He
describes how populations are de-
ceived and made to think an unjust
war is a just one. He says any society
which is defending itself and its way
of life against an invader is fighting a
just war,

When President Bush called his war
a moral and a just one I couldn’t be-
lieve my ears. War is the expression
of what s the worst in some of human-
kind. War is the choice between evils
and one choses [sic] the lesser evil. It
is a choice to be exercised only under
extreme provocation, extreme threat
and when one’s way of life and soci-
oty are being threatened. The war in
the Persian Gulf is certainly not moral
and I have serious doubts about it
being just.

Is Iraq a threat to the world? Isita
threat to the USA, England, France,
Canada etc.? Iraq is a Third World
nation and people of 17 million with
imported military technology and
weapons. The Western nations which
have declared war on Iraq, for very

questionable reasons, and attacked
Iraq, have an incredible scientific, en-
gineering, military, technical founda-

tion and are some of the most ad-
vanced nations in the world. In com-
parison to the USA, France, England,
Japan, Germany etc., Iraq is only a
few steps away from the bronze age.
Perhaps this insight will tone down
the extreme rhetoric and allow a calm,
sensible assessment of Iraq and the
war.

The issue of Kuwait should have
been tackled in the United Nations
long before the presumptuous move
by Saddam Hussein to occupy it. I
agreed with the embargo because I
thoughtitwould give a breathing space
to thrash out the underlying causes of
the problem and allow common sense
and reason to examine the problem.
There are questions to be asked. Does
a people have the right to reject
boundaries which were imposed by
past Colonial masters? Why weren’t
the people of Kuwait allowed to vote
on the issue of the boundary in a
referendum? Why didn’t the UN
encourage such a vote? A nagging
question I have is, did President Bush
use his office to engineer and unnec-
essary war?

I am absolutely against the produc-
tion and spread of chemical, biologi-
cal, nerve and nuclear weapons, and
the technology used to make them.
No nation should be selling nuclear
reactors because this leads to the spread
of nuclear weapons. An international
conference should be heldto find ways
of oreventing [sic] the spread of dan-
gerous technology with guarantees by
those that have the dangerous weap-
ons that they will only keep enough
for defensive purposes witha view to,
one day, abolish them entirely. There
should be technology transfers of a
non-military nature that will help Third
World countries improve their stan-
dard of living.

If the Western nations cannot be
peace makers and help all the states of
the Middle East to get along and settle
their internal problems peacefully,
they certainly should not encourage
and cause wars. All the people of the
Middle East have suffered enough.
The military on both sides have tar-
geted civilians and are guilty of crimes
against humanity and war crimes.
Those who think they can kill inno-
cent civilians, whatever the pretext,
and that there will be no retribution
are very deceived. They have forever
scarred their minds and forever lost
something of their humanity.

Both President Bush and Saddam
Hussein appear to have the same mind
set. They seem obsessed over milita-
rismand see everything in the context
of military solutions. Both talk of God
being on their side and both have the
audacity to suggest that war is moral.
Both accuse the other of being evil
and representing evil. It appears they
would rather act militarily than to use
reason to solve their perceived prob-
lems. There is very little flexibility in
their personalities. Perhaps this ac-
counts for the irrationality of the Per-
sian Gulf crisis.

Here is a proverb to ponder: Seeth
thou a man wise in his own conceits,
(personal opinion, proud, closed
minded) there is more hope of a fool
than he. Itis sad if this is found in a
leader, and an international tragedy if
it is found in two.

James N. Clifford

Jason is not
amused

Dear Mr. Cardoso,

In response to the views that you
expressed in Mugwump in The
Brunswickan’s February 8 1991 is-
sue, I feel that I should respond to the
questions thatyou've broughtup. You
called me conceming Mr. Cumber-
bash and expressed your desire for me
to book his band in which you stated
that UTAMAA would open for Mr.
Cumberbash’s band, for free. If you
do remember, the dates that you gave
me (Feb. 14 or 15) were already filled.
WhenIasked you if there was another
date in which Mr. Cumberbash couid
bring in his band you said that you
would check it out. Whether or not
youactually tried to see if another date
was suitable or not, is unknown. Itis
true that Mr. Cumberbash called me at
home to see about booking his band
on Feb. 14 or 15. 1 told him that it
would not be possible to book his
band at that time. Now why he did not
know that those dates were not avail-
able after you, Mr. Cardoso told me
that you would see if there was an-
otherdate that Mr. Cumberbash’s band
could play, I'm not sure. My only
guess is that you did not actually talk
to Mr. Cumberbash. I can see why
Mr. Cardoso would be upset for as
was expressed by UJTAMAA, it would
have beena great opportunity for their
band. Had Mr. Cumberbash called
earlier in this semester the band could
have had that date that they wanted.
Mr. Cumberbash only had those days
open for his band and those days were
filled.

As for the question of my absence
from my office during that week, I feel
that this point is moot. That week was
Winter Carnival Week and I was ex-
tremely busy insuring that all went
well. Had Mr. Cardoso tried to make
anappointmenttomeet withme, things
would have been a lot easier.

Now I don’t mind the fact that Mr.
Cardoso is upset that he could not
have his way, nor am I upset that he
wrote to EDUCATE the readers of the
Brunswickan, but I do mind the one
sidedness in which the STORY was
written (although I should be used to
this). If Mr. Cardoso wishes to tell a
story, he should tell the whole story.

Jason E. Burns
VP Activities and Promotions
UNB Student Union

Geography
blunder

Dear Editor,

This letter is in response to the front
pageillustration of February 8 edition
of The Brunswickan. The portrayal of
Québec being separated from the rest
of Canada was the clear intention of
the illustration, yet the Brunswickan
made a serious geographical error in
alienating Québec. The inclusion of
Labrador in this encapulization [sic]
was a careless error and is emphasized
here to enforce the fact that the tenth
province of Canada is known as
Newfoundland and Labrador. Many
people tend to forget the mainland

part of this province and for many
years, Québecers have held the notion
that Labrador was indeed their own. I
would like to point out a landmark
decision made by the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council in London
on March 1, 1927 which clearly de-
fined the inland boundaries of Labra-
dor and its assignment of this land
area to the colony of Newfoundland.
Together, Newfoundland and Labra-
dor later joined in Confederation with
Canada on April 1, 1949.

As a resident of Labrador, I found
The Brunswickan’s illustration offen-
sive and surprising as it clearly exhib-
ited the ignorance of some people
towards the basic geography of Can-
ada. On these times of current unrest
and disunity in Québec and indeed
Canada, I feel that the illustration in
question was a distasteful joke and it
will only stir up more bad bloodamong
Canadians.

A proud Labradorean and
Newfoundlander
Doug Gover.

The Brunswickan acknowledges
that it made a significant error in the
front page graphic. We appreciate
humbly, the lesson in Canadian Geog-
raphy and hope that our error will be
forgiuven. We appologize for anty
offence this error may have caused.
The Brunsiwckan was inno way trying
1o make a political statement.

Ed.

Coming out

Dear Sir,

Much has transpired in the pages of
this publicationsince thearrival of “In
the Pink” some time ago. Nothing has
prompted me to commit words to paper
till now.

I am a member of the gay and les-
bian community hereat UNB/STU. I
am one of the invisible members. By
that I mean, I am not openly known as
gay, and I do not make a point to lead
everyone to believe that I am. Justas
I do not lead them to believe I am
straight either. Iam what and who I
am. People may or may not make pre-
sumptions about my private life, I
cannot stop that, but not do I encour-
ageit.

Coming outis a long process I have
worked on for over two years, and 1
believel have some way to go yet. Mr.
Slattery readily admitted that coming
out took over 5 years for him. I think
he would have suffered a great deal if
that process had been compacted into
one day, Iknow I would. People sit
beside me in classes, party with me in
thedorms and even sharearoominthe
dorm with me, not knowing I am gay.
This does not bother me. For I make
no attempts to hide. Nor do I intro-
duce my boyfriend at parties, though
we hang out constantly and everyone
who knows me, knows him.

I have told the people close to me,
including family and friends. Iamnot
lockedinanyone’scloset. Ihave been
careful in choosing who I tell, only
telling those who I believe to be in a
need to know situation. I feelno need
whatsoever to scream it loudly from
the nearest rooftop for all the campus
10 hear.

The lack of this desire on my part

has nothing to do with the idea that I
fear repercussions, I don’t. It has
nothing to do with fables about em-
barrassment, I wouldn’t be. It is sim-
ply nobody else’s business but mine.

As for the artsy-liberalist mentality
that it is my social responsibility to
come outof the closet, I think not. The
vast majority of people who know me,
and who are important in my life,
know the real me.

Whether or not I hold a position of
importance within the student body of
this school, should have no bearingon
the fact that I choose to keep my
private life private. So if the people
who do know about me, choose to
“OUT"” me, then I believe they have
achieved nothing more than to take
one step in simply doing what the
homophobic world would love: Gay
Community Self Destruction.

If gays goaround outing each other,
this ‘tattling’ causes us to appear for
more divided than together. The per-
son who is outed does nothing to fur-
ther the cause afterward; they feel
betrayed by a movement that they
may have joined one day. Regardless,
outing is generally a flash in the pan
response to homophobia, and causes
little social change. Most people take
note with a gasp followed by, “Well
whatdo you know.” Andallis forgot-
ten two minutes later.

A far better alternative - is trying to
help people out of the closet at their
own pace. For those who do not wish
to come out - so be it. A person who
comes out, famous or not, on their
own, can soon become a force within
the gay rights movement withoutbeing
pushed in or out of anything.

Frankly, I see some straight people
around this campus drooling at the
mouth over outing - because they
will hear who is gay locally versus
hearing rumors about Richard Cham-
berlain in the Enquirer or Star as Mr.
Slattery suggested. Frankly, the Na-
tional Enquirer and outing have little
in common except for the fact that
more often than not, the two base their
information on hearsay, and rumor.

Outing - is a dangerous practice in
the wrong hands. The potential for
mistakes, and the potential for out
with malice, are far too great. In my
opinion, too great for this to be used a
useful weapon against homophobia.

I think Mr. Slattery’s opinions are
dangerous as well. If we are encour-
aged to publicize private matters, just
because they are true, and just because
we feel it would further causes, then
should we all be made aware of AIDS
carriers on campus; first, last and
middle name, with an address? I think
not.

I don’t believe that straight people
are wary of outing because they don’t
want to hear about the gay population.
I think that is a paranoid, nay almost
militant opinion. Surely some fit that
description, but I think overall, one
could not make such a generalization.
Iam gay, and I don’t think outing is a
good idea. Even though, I am on my
way out.

It is my belief the best weapon
against homophobia, are confident
strong individuals, who come out at
their own pace and when out, are able
to show the world that they are effec-
tively no different than before, only
more open; more comfortable with

This will, over time, being the last-
ing social justice we all desire and —

Continued on page 15
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