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Conservatives are often 
seen as ‘closed-minded’

David
Taylor
Columnist

I
 have a closed mind. Most 
of you probably don’t real
ize it, but you may also.

Don’t argue, just accept it.
I’m a conservative — for 

those still unsure — which au
tomatically means that, what
ever my opinion, I am closed- 
minded in it.

I wondered what I needed
to do to change my sad state. I was informed that if I only 
accepted and embraced liberal philosophy I could become 
open-minded.

I have pondered and watched over the past few weeks while 
trying to decide if such a change was worth it.

For those of you who don’t start attending class until Spring 
Break is over, Sen. Phil Gramm came to our fine institution a 
few weeks ago and announced his candidacy for president.

Many people came to listen to his words. Fortunately, 
however, the “open-minded police” came, too. They decided 
to show their greater vision by heckling and yelling during 
the senator’s speech. They claimed that they were just 
making sure people were aware that opposition exists to 
Phil Gramm’s ideas.

Gee, not only am I closed-minded, I’m kinda’ slow, too.
Yes, many College Republicans tried to block these purvey

ors of superior ideal, but that doesn’t matter because Republi
cans are all closed-minded anyway.

My next stop on this journey of introspection was Virginia.
A conventioiVparty/excuse to have free alcohol for a national 
organization of county employees took place and all the big 
dudes — of both open- and closed-minded people — got the 
chance to speak, but not Newt Gingrich.

Once again,we all were the beneficiaries of the open- 
minded. These guys had a little party of their own and 
decided that they couldn’t risk us being exposed to Gin
grich’s words at such a delicate time in our spiritual de
velopment. Fortunately, Newt Gingrich holds very closed- 
minded opinions on welfare — something about making 
recipients work or something crazy like that — so our 
great protectors could make sure to protest until Gin
grich had to leave.

Which they did until he did.
I could feel my mind expanding by the moment. And then 

last Monday came along ...
On that fateful day Pat Robertson announced that the big 

White House sure looked comfortable. Of course, Robertson is a 
conservative and, therefore, “worthy of the thought police.”

Four plain-clothed members of the elitist “allow-us-to- 
prevent-you-from-speaking” brigade showed up to try to 
prevent Robertson from speaking.

It seems that, in their open-minded state, these gra
cious representatives of higher thought determined that 
Pat Robertson is a racist and that it was their duty to pro
tect us from his words.

After all, we might actually believe Robertson, and that is 
simply an unacceptable risk.

By that time my mind was expanded to the point that a sim
ple LSD trip would have been a relief. I couldn’t take any more 
billowing of the mind. I wound up even more confused than 
when*I started.

Now, just to avoid any confusion, I am not against protest, 
and I would never want to stifle my liberal friends. They are 
far too entertaining and, besides, what would I write about if 
they weren’t around?

I would probably have to make up stories about a president 
who renames “VJ Day” to “End of the War in the Pacific Day” 
and who scales back ceremonies at Pearl Harbor so he won’t of
fend the Japanese FYime Minister ... naw, no one would ever 
believe it.

A few questions here ... just to make sure I have it all 
straight.

So it’s “open-minded” to protest racism and “closed-minded” 
to oppose affirmative action-induced quotas?

Okay, and it’s “open-minded” to protest welfare reform 
and it’s “closed-minded” to protest the taxes it takes to pay 
for welfare?

I am starting to get the hang of this — it’s “open-minded” to 
soak-the-rich and “closed-minded” to expect a balanced budget.

This is a great game. I think all of us should buy the 
home version.

Sing along if you know the words ...
It’s “open-minded” to think that citizens are too irre

sponsible to carry concealed handguns and “closed-mind
ed” to think that citizens could conceivably be able to han
dle the responsibility.

I think I understand it, now.
When I disagree with a policy I am being “closed-minded,” 

but when someone who is liberal disagrees with me they are 
being “open-minded.”

You ever get the idea that you can’t win for losing?

David Taylor is a senior management major
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Communication
The race relations forum held yesterday was 

a positive step to increase awareness.
The race relations forum held by 

the Texas A&M Race and Ethnic Stud
ies Institute of yesterday was a posi
tive step toward increasing cultural 
awareness.

The Texas A&M System has made 
one of its goals the appreciation of 
differences among cultures and 
backgrounds.

This forum provided 
the needed opportunity 
to discuss specific prob
lems and possible solu
tions.

CAMAC, UACT, Ex- 
CEL and the Southwest
ern Black Student Leader
ship Conference are pro
grams in which all students 
can be involved and have their 
voices and suggestions heard.

However, organizations themselves 
are not enough. Education is also nec
essary to foster a University System 
that seeks to appreciate diversity.

When students are not fully aware 
of certain issues, closed-mindedness 
and ignorance advance and myths 
and stereotypes are formed.

Education about different cultures 
is needed to dissolve such myths.

In addition to the programs and ed
ucation, there is a need for minority 
role models on campus.

The lack of multiculturalism and 
cultural appreciation is not prevalent 
only at Texas A&M, but is a nation
wide problem.

If students are taught the impor
tance of appreciating differ

ences, understanding and 
harmony will prevail.

As the Texas A&M 
System continues to ex
pand, the need for in
creased minority repre
sentation will be even 

more crucial.
If Texas A&M wants to 

change its reputation as a 
male-dominated, predominantly 

white university, all areas of the 
school will have to make an effort to 
actively recruit minority faculty 
members and student.

Minority populations will continue 
to increase and the System must be 
prepared to handle this.

Forums such as the one held by the 
Race and Ethnic Studies Institute are 
good ways in which this goal can be 
achieved.
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Violent crime would not 
increase with handgun law

Although the idea of allowing the people of 
Texas to vote on the “right to carry” handgun 
bill is fine, I am a firm believer in the people’s 
ability to self-govern.

The following biased reasons for opposing 
the bill were totally unjustified. The March 21 
editorial states that violent crime would in
crease because of people taking the law into 
their own hands.

The author claimed to have researched the 
issue but stated no information that proved 
this bill would be helpful.

If the author would have checked with the 
federal crime statistics —a fairly logical 
choice for a “journalist” — they would have 
discovered that according to a FBI crime re
port, violent crime in states with right to car
ry laws is 22% below states without a con
cealed handgun law.

All other categories of violent crime have 
lower percentages as well, with the handgun 
homicide rate being 41% below the average in 
restrictive states: the one crime handgun oppo
nents claim will skyrocket.

As for our streets being turned into the 
“Wild West,” Florida has had a right to carry 
law since 1987, and since that time, only 19 out 
of 266,700 have been repealed because of a 
firearms related incident.

•Joshua Anderson 
Class of ’97
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Texans should decide fate 
of concealed handgun bill

In the March 21 Mail Call section, Trey Mor
ton argues that guns should not be blamed for 
increase of violence.

True, you cannot blame guns alone. But they 
are probably the greatest of the factors.

Guns really make violence easy.
With the squeezing of your finger you can 

change or even destroy the life of another 
person.

You really cannot compare a gun to a bat, or 
a rope, or even a knife. What makes the gun 
different is its capabilities.

None of the other “weapons” will do the 
amount of damage a gun will do 30 or 40 feet 
away.

These things cannot be outlawed because 
they were used for something they were not in
tended to be used for. We might as well outlaw 
driving. Vehicles injure and sometimes kill peo
ple everyday.

They are not killing machines, but they can

be considered dangerous.
About the Luby’s massacre in Killeen, if 

someone had been carrying a gun, yes that 
might have saved lives.

You also have to look at George Hennard, 
the man responsible for the tragedy.

According to his lawyer, he “never exhibited 
a ‘propensity for violence’ or bizarre behavior.”

He might have been able to pass a coarse 
and test to carry a concealed handgun.

He owned a Glock, and look what happened. 
The fact that he had easy access to a gun made 
it a whole lot easier to kill more people.

I’m not against owning handguns, but it 
seems we have enough problems allowing 
people to own guns, much less carry them in 
public.

The larger cities with the higher crime rates 
will feel the greater amount of damage as op
posed to rural areas.

Let the citizens of Texas be the ones to de
cide on this issue. They are the ones that are 
going to be affected the most.

Arthur Saucedo 
Class of ’98
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Society’s expectations 
cause much pain, tears

Elizabeth
Preston
Columnist

S
atinelle. What an 
innocuous name.

It brings to mind 
thoughts of slinky 
sheets, sexy lingerie 
and the feel of satin 
against your skin.

When you first 
look at it, it seems 
friendly enough. A
creamy pale blue color. It fits smoothly into the palm of 
your hand and, when turned off, it seems like a harm
less little device.

Then you plug it in.
The coils on the end of the machine begin whirring at 

an incredible speed, and a loud, whiny sound emanates 
from the little torture device.

Advertised as a painless alternative to shaving — only 
$49.95! — the truth is a harsh shove into reality. As the 
coils rip each leg hair out and the tears well up in the 
poor, gullible user’s eyes, there is plenty of time to reflect 
on society’s ridiculous notions of what is feminine.

A good friend of mine stopped shaving last summer.
Her decision to stop was based on several reasons.

First of all, she was involved in a serious relationship, 
so she did not have to worry about reactions from closed- 
minded men.

Secondly, she lived in a dorm at Texas A&M, which 
was designed specifically to provide women with bloody 
legs and painful falls. With a diameter of approximately 
two feet by two feet and no ledges in sight, shaving in the 
dorms at A&M is an exercise limited to Olympic gym
nasts with incredible agility.

Lastly, she was tired of the shaving ritual. For you 
guys out there who have not had the joy of experiencing 
this, picture spending half an hour — my friend is six-feet 
tall — shaving legs only to enjoy the luxurious smooth
ness for approximately three hours before the never end
ing stubble returns once again.

However, after a summer of either hiding her legs in 
jeans or enduring horrified stares and ever-witty com
ments from friends and strangers alike, she decided to 
shave again.

And though she was ashamed to admit it, it felt peace
ful to once again to have the silky legs she was brought 
up to think were right.

Smooth legs are as much a part of American society as 
lying politicians and Kraft Macaroni & Cheese.

Learning to shave is as exciting a rite of passage in 
young women’s lives to buying their first useless training 
bra or caking on their first bright blue eyeliner.

The poor saps don’t know that this is only the exciting 
introduction to a boring and painful lifetime war against 
the hair that grows naturally on their bodies.

American men are horrified at the idea of an unshaven 
woman. The thought alone sends shivers of terror up the 
spine of the average Joe. Women have also bought into 
this notion, and they frantically shave, pluck or Nair, and 
then start the entire process over. Every damn day.

So, what did our woebegone heroine do? She was 
used to smooth legs and the peace that comes with 
them, but she abhorred the seemingly useless daily rit
ual of shaving.

It was at this crossroad that my friend discovered 
“Satinelle,” the hair removal device that keeps legs 
smooth and satiny for weeks — with only a “twinge” of 
pain the first few times you use it.

For lack of a better alternative, my friend is still us
ing it. She has recently tackled her upper legs with the 
“Painful Plucker” and has high hopes that eventually 
she will not scream in unison with the machine while 
using it.

Her roommate recently saw an ad for a device that 
plucks hair out individually instead of with coils. Mia is 
thinking about investing the money — the ad promises 
that it is virtually painless.

This problem is a common one. The reality of taking a 
stand on feminist issues often leaves the woman who took 
the stand feeling unattractive and ostracized.

It is easy to write about the ridiculousness of shav
ing, the uselessness off wearing make-up and the utter 
stupidity of the Wonderbra, but it is harder to thumb 
your nose at society and ignore these widely accepted 
norms.

In addition to the problems of looking different than 
everybody else, one often feels ugly when they don’t follow 
society’s expectations.

Until we raise our children to believe that natural 
women are the most beautiful women, the screams of 
women using Satinelle will continue to reverberate across 
our fair nation.

Elizabeth Preston is a junior English major
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