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Open your mind, Mr. Upham

by M. Carrington Spang

1 am writing in response to
David Upham's article inthe 25
April edition of the Campus. I

findhis viewsrather di
ing and cached in a rationalized
sophistry which does not hold
to careful examination, even his
own.

Mr. Upham argues that his
right to free speech and discus-

male.” We quired very little time commit-
family juslbecauseof our sex- ment and was on a pass/fail/
ualorientation, justasthehetero- ~ honors grading criteria. None
sexual world is not. Before at-  who wistied to audit was turned
dial fsorts,  away from this course. I do not
I thmk M: Upham should truly  remember Mr. Upham seeking
question why he behcvcs wlm out this forum for discussion,
he does, including q h . Nor has Mr. Upham
the sources that he uses to bnck soughtom for“non-classroom™
up his beliefs. His any of the
articles in The Campus belie the MGLBA during thecurrentyear.

Homosexuality is more than sex...we,
too, have our own culture including

our own history, art, literature, and even
language. This culture is just as rich
and diverse as any culture.

sion of controversial issues are
being limited by the College’s
inclusion of homosexuality in
its sexual harassment policy: I
think itrather significant tonote
that homosexuality was chosen
as his example. Why were not
ially offensi

about Afro-Americans taken as
the example since they do rep-
resent more of the population of
the campus? I do not see Mr.
Upham crying out forthe “right”
to call someone a “nigger” or a
“‘darkie” on campus. I think that
even Mr. Upham realizes that
this is unacceptable. Yet Mr.
Upham would not find epithets
against gays and lesbians as
deserving a place beside other
minorities in the harassment
policy. Quit the sophistry, Mr.

Upham, even you should be able
to tell the difference between
“negative comments” and
“expression of opinions.” Ex-
pression of opinions cannot be
+ called out from passing cars,
dorm windows, etc. Hate speech
thrives there.

fact that he is being prohibited
from expressing his views. Yes,

Both Jeff Spencer, convener of
MGLBA, and I'sit within 10-20
feet of Mr. Upham during a
French class three times per
week. Never have we been
approached to engage in the
meaningful dialogue which so
cludes Mr. Upham. -

Equally as elusive as this
dialogue are the sources from
which Mr. Upham bases his
“‘evidence.” Aftersearching the

Ifound his views repug yet
has he been called into the
Dean’s office?

Mr. Upham in his 25 April
article eventually concedes that
the policy “allows for ‘class-
room’ discussion of homosexu-
ality” which he finds insuffi-
cient. Before finding this insuf-
ficient, he should perhaps con-
sider participating inoneof these
courses. He makes reference to
a course during Winter Term

CDROMcatal neither Mr.
Dilenno nor his masterpiece
“Homosexuality: The Ques-
tions" seem to exist even in the
Library of Congress, much less
in the on-line catalogues to
which Middlebury has access.
Taken out of context, Mr.
Upham would seem to be sup-
ported by the quote from Mr.
Dilenno in any case.

In 1976, the DMSI-III, the
standard diagnostic manual for

taught by the Psychology Dept.  mental disorders, does indeed
entitled, “C iesin Psy- kerefe h |
chology.” Contrary towhatMr. ity. This diagnosis on page 72,
Upham would have us believe, h flectsthe di

the topic pertaining to homo-

sexuality was in fact its origins,
B e UG

perienced by those who feel
homosexual arousal or the ab-

Mr. Upham seems to take refuge in
the teachings of the Catholic
Church. Look out, David, there is a

leak in the cathedral roof....

“Intrinsic evil” lurks in your church.

I think that perhaps part of
his argument might be that . genetic or envn'onmentxl
h alityisa 1di and not whetherh y
der. Homosexualityismorethan  jself is in fact a controversy in

sex, just as heterosexuality is
more than male-female genital
contact. We, too, have our own
culture including our own his-
tory, art, literature, and even
language. Thiscultureis justas
rich and diverse as any culture.
Justasitis impossible to sketch

the field of psychology. Per-
haps Mr. Upham would have

class

sence of h arousal

A SENTOR READY To GRADUATE
REELECTS ON FOUR YEARS OF
SoczAL CHAN&E AT MDpD....

and an
of the ill-treatment of, homo-
sexuals in our culture.
Hisreferencetaken from the
Psychnlnc Annuals of 1976

when a heterosexual relation-
ship is desired. ln the olhcr

PR

lmlhenefemlcelsmndcloﬂus
“adaptation.” However, again
the di concerns the,

was offered in Winter Term as
well. Thisclass also felt the ab-
sence of Mr. Upham’s in depth

out a “normal white heterosex-
ual male” itis just asimpossible
to accurately draw a portrait of
the “normal white homosexual

lysis and well-thought out
opinions. The course was en-
titled, “Gay, Lesbians, Straight
Dialogue: Can We Really Talk
To Each Other” The class re-

“persistent and marked dis-
tressed about one’s sexual ori-
entation.” (Psychiatric Diag-
nostic Interview Manual, 1983,
P-296) In bothinstances, homo-
sexuality isnot in question. The
anxiety felt is in response to en-
tering a hostile heterosexual

Let students choose speaker

Icould not
find lhcse in Vermont, only in
Massachusetts and New York,
Mr Upham"s h How

clusive are so old. He
would contend that homosexu-

- ality remains a controversy in

psychology, meaning that there
still remains a chance that the
Mr. Uphams of the world will
once again become the estab-
lullmenl‘ the norm. The only

l about homo-

Mr. Upham scems to take
refuge in the teachings of the
Catholic Church. Look out,
David, there is a leak in the ca-
thedral roof. Homosexuality

100.

Try taking a look at Richard
McBnen I“Cahohcum" fora

hediak

T hek v d

this research? Dunn;;pnng
break perhaps? Not likely. I
also find it problematic that his

ly seems to be opinions
about it by the students here on
campus. This is a beginning,
bulm(lnlmdeuwldm;

SGA secrecy is
inappropriate

by Jack Jessup
Amidst the hoopla of Presi-
dential and Vice-Presidential
clections, itis easy to forget that

difference toward issues regard-
ing student life. These com-
plaints more accurately reflect
the SGA's failure to adequately

sits wnhm your safe place. But
look out, David, “intrinsic evil”
lurks in your Church: I too am
Catholic. I look forward to the
day when ameaningful dialogue
with you will be possible, but
that will involve your knowing
asmuch aboutmy culturcasIdo
about yours. We could, how-
cver, start with coffee in the
Crest Room sometime, if it's
free speech you are really wor-
ried about. Relax, I promise not

*afew weeks ago, student repre- P 10 oppress you for your igno-
by Elizabeth Blanchfield, seniors will be given theoppor-  speaker is chosen. ives were ushered in al-  the admini rance.
Juliet Dulles, Elleen O’Brien  tunity toparticipate in the selec- We compiled a list of fu— most covertly. Pollsters I spoke Every issuc affecting cam- F_——h——
For the past two weeks a tion of their sible speak an dalessthan25% voter  puslife, including the Commons r.ee Speec
number of seniors have been speaker. We believe the pri-  election, and tabulated the re-  tumout rate. This was not so  System, has been cffectively (comtinued frompage 25)
involved with the effort to in- S—————— g |(s in Jess than a week. Ofthe  much due (as Bob Goldthwait  cleared by the SGA (in the psychologists that imposing
cludcasmdmt—lelecwdspuku' In order to make 285 seniors who cast their vote  would have it) to a collective Commons’ case, by a signifi-  rules on allowable words has a
at the 1991 commencement y last Monday, ?57=uionedlhe shrug of the shoulders, asitwas  cantmargin). If wecarccnough  positive effect on underlying
ccremony. Theimpeusforthese  STAAUAON IrUly @ j4eq of o stud 0 wide i tomake ou views known, e sindes. folfesiv spoc
actions has beenmisundersiood  day for seniors, it speaker, 28 were opposed. The Neither SGA, northe candidates SGA’s Sunday night meetings
by many in theCollege commu- is only right that testify tothehighlevel  themselves, putout phone mail  have always been open 10 the lhcllomeofus will throw it
nity. The commencement cere- . of interest in this aspect of meuqamnmdm;mlom pubhc Rather ﬂnn eonnpn back. Just, as by 1968, resis-
mony is the culmination of four ’hﬂ'ebeaspem’} commencement. Posters were almost to oligarchy, we tance by much of the white
years of hard work. Seniors and andaspeakerwho lnowmeetinvwithlttu.i- lnt.Mnnpaoplel’omdu wnfeﬂn-npnfamlo mainstream had led many 0
their families look forward to they have chosen dent Light, he his  aboutel bybumpinginto air our gricvances and directat-  lose hope that the promise of
this public recognition of their €y ' belief that the the mail voting table. Oth- mmuodmwlndnhubeen hC‘mIl:dmAamldbc
achievements. - Middlebury's should be uniquely crs stumbled across similar overlooked (perh ot s
y has always included fcrlh:uud:mu We agree  tables in the lobbies of their eu.\veluyleunw “wlulebdldhﬂnm
agraduationspeaker. Although mary goal of an effort toreform  with him on this point. How- ive dorms. The ab Ives). Wemustalsomake 10 organize Black Power 1o
student representatives lnve this process should be toincor-  ever, he also stated that he was du-muuc& ourrep i bl keep the pressure on, so the
been on the selecti porate an clection. Asitstands  considering climinating the  teau contributed to the dorms®  for their decisions and notper-  dominance of the same main-
tee, their influence in the deci-  right now, the only appareat  speaker cntircly from the cere-  sbysmal (not even 10%) voter  mitth i y stream in the 1980°s has led 10
sion making process has been  change the administration has  mony. We think that this would  tumoutrates and served toillus- with voter spathy as theironly - the birth in the past year of
lmuwcLTheye-mevenm. made has been t0 inform the  be amistake. Inorder to make  trate s disturbing fact: moststu-  ally. M.I.n-nm QueerNation. Some may want
of the sek grad truly aday for sen-  dents arenot gettingasayinthe  Without this crucial 10 write b 2! that
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