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JON CALDARA

Race preference
would make
Orwell groan

‘ 1l animals are equal, but
some animals are more
A equal than others”

As this paper, and many
others, celebrated the late George Or-
well's 100th birthday this week, this
quote from his ant-communist classic
“Animal Farm”™ may best describe the
U.S Supreme Court’s ruling last week
that race can be considered in college
admissions.

On the positive side, the justices clear-
ly stated that blatant racial profiing in
higher education admissions is unconst-
tutional The University of Michigan's
undergraduate system of awarding 20
points o some minorites (but not othr
ers, such as Asians) was struck down by
a 63 wote.

But, by a narrow 54 vole, they upheld
theUnmsugo(Mnthnbdes

fing interest in creating a diverse educa-
tonal environment,” the justioes allowed
ting 20 points because of the color of
your skin, while repugnant. is at least
trans;ment.\owscboolsczncmnnue

The factor of race will now be left to
the discretion of admissions officers.
Justice Anthony Kennedy ited such a
case. A former director of admissions al
the University of Michigan Law School
szid that when there was a debate over
whether Cubans should be counted as
Hispanics, one professor objected on the

that Cubans were Republicans.

The Washington Post put it well: “The
message is that the use of race will
stand a better chance of being sustained
if it is shrouded in vague terms than if it
is quantified and ezsily assessed.”

So hard racism is unconsttutional, but
soft racism is apparently just fine.

And did Justice Sandra Day O'Con-
nor, the swing vote in the case, put an
expoation date oo the cowt’s ruling?
She declared, “We expect that 25 years
from now, meuseofmal;refemnc&e
will no Jonger be negessary.” So holding
Asians (o 2 higher academic standard
than. say, Native Americans, for the nexdt
24 years is fine. But after that it should
g0 away? Who kpew the 14th Amend-
ment’s equatprotection clause could be
temporanly shelved?

What are the effects of racial prefer-
eixce on Colorado’s campuses? A study
from the Center for Equal Opportunity
concluded that all public colleges and
universities in Colorado use affirmative
action in undergraduale admissions 10
Most use it to increase Hispanic enrolk
ment Nearly none use it to the advan-
tage of Asian students.

According to the Center for Equal Op
portunity, the bigwest offenders of ra-
cism in admissions are the Colorado
School of Mines, and of course, the Uni-
versity of Colorado, Boulder. At CU the
center reported that the average white
student scored over 11 percent higher
on ACT and SAT exams and nearly half
a point higher on grades (oa a 4-point
scaje) than the average black student.

What the Supreme Court failed w do,
political leaders should do. It is time for
Colorado to follow the lead of California
and make certain that governmental -
stitutons, including higher education,
will be colorblind.

In 1596 the voters in California passed
the California Civil Rights Initiative,
Progosition 209. It stated smply, “The
state shall iR discriminate against, oF
grant preferential treatment to, any inds
vidual or group oo the basis of race, sex,
color, ethnicity or national origin in the
Operation of public mwb)mem. public

the race-baiters made their prediction of
doorre "Prop 209 will resegregate Califor-
nia universites; Women will be denied
acoess o rape arists centers; Hispankes
and blacks won't get jobss Prop 208 will
force women ito the ‘vldest profession’.”

The University of California commis-
sioped a study that predicted that if Prop
209 passed, black enrollment would
drop by about 50 percent, and Hispanic
admissions would also decline.

The idea, of course, was to frighten
voters into believing that without prefer-
ential “afSrmative action,” women,
blacks, and Hispanics would be unable
tocompe(ew:moﬁmomhcprwu‘bd

nia president’s office to boast in 2 press
release, “The University of California is
far surpassing national averages aouss
the nation in the number of underrepre-
sented minority students who graduate.”

President Kennedy was right. “Race
has no place in Amenican fife or law.”

Jon Caldara s president of the [ndepen-
dence Institste in Golden. He lives in
Boulder and may be contacted at JonCal-
dara@yohoo.com.
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GUNS ON CAMPUS?
WE'D BE SAFER

CU’s prohibition of concealed weapons violates
everyone’s basic right to self-defense

By Brian 1. Schwartz

ast week Colorado Attorney
General Ken Salazar de-

clared that, despite Senate
Bill 24, whschaﬁowsa:med

iomeitsowngunpmlu’biﬁonpo’&cyon
its campuses.
Representatives of undergraduate
and graduate students, Bculty, the re
gan&andczmwspoﬁc:anmppon
the in the name of campus
safety. Yet no one has demonstrated

berg waats us to “imagine what a dis-
aster it would be” to allow guns on
campus. In defense of the prohibition,
CU Regent Jim Martin says: "{w]e
hold forums with speakers who are
aomeumesmymnousmdhave

tice their lifestyle choice on campus?
The above statements by governing of
minded and intolerant The homo-
phobes would allow homosexuals to at
their public or "concealed” displays of
affection. Similarly, some bebieve that

ple ['ve encountered, including Physics
Professor Nauenberg. At the March 17
dinner sponsored by the graduate-str-
dent government, he declared to me
that “those gun people are nuts.”
When asked what would change his
mind about the issue, he replied
“Nothing, I just doa' like guns.” His
negative view of gun owners and dog-
matic position oa prohibiton are ana-
logous 1o those of a McCarthy-era ant-
Semite who opposed Jetting Jews at-
tend ehite American universities.

Still, statistics are not the core issue.
If people own their own bodies, selfde-
fense is a basic human right. Artists
and\mlersnecdno(applyﬁx “selfex-
pression permits” and prove to govern-

tiocists resort to prejudice and ntoler eXpOSUre 10 certain pornograph ment censors that their activities will
ance. We should expect more from an m&mﬁ,mmm;ﬁ: pever harm inpocents in any imagir

LL Tim McGraw of the CU-Boulder ple’s fears, should the university T 2o A )
Police Department asserts that “based compile a ist of banned rmedia? Peopiecommtmexphabkm
regent law has provided for a safer e oy the injustice that gun-owners are such action is frightening. Our culture
vironment at CU." Yet this data coo- guilty until proven inoocent, and look fabricates and batties evil demons that
cerns not crimes, such as murder, at relevant empirical data. According to MW‘SW&W?S@
rape and assault, but a vice: the “vic- John Lott, author of “More Guns, Less mmmwmm ;
timless crime” of merely possessing o Crime " approximately 0.1 percent of ganxs, Hovies, a0d gutis. This vo

a prohibited tool of selfdefense, which  concesledcarry permits are ever re- Wwﬁwmm@m’
endangers no one. Demonstrating that  yked Police officers in New York m“mgmﬁmmm@ o
the weapons prohibition has made CU ity and Washingion D.C. get arrested ths et dbm-gs mand,p",m[
safer would require at least an analySis e often than permit holders. In ma"m.'?ﬁt’ A% :
of vicleat crime rates both 00 a0d Of  Texas, permnit holders 2re 2bout 006 oar oy e 27% fEopon guibe br
campus before and after the 1994 pro-  third as likely to be arrested as the hee fromn withia: [o-the et
hibition. Curiously, none of the prohi  general population and much less ke mmmdm‘gawsm mavie
do they seem to care. The principles of economics apply 10 charater faces his apparent fate to kill
Instead of empirical evidence, the  criminals: they prey on victims who a man, a “precognitive” exhorts, “you
prohibitionist argumentis reston a0 U can't defend themselves. Both inter o ill choose.” Peaceful Gitizens
justifiable pegative stereotype that con-  views with convicted felons and Lott's  should tzke respoasibility for their own
cezled-carry permil holders are short study of liberalized concealed-carry persogal security, just as they do their
teropered and violent. The student laws confinm this hypothesis Crimi-  financial security. For some, this
government Tri-Executives ask us to naks fear armed victms more than rxmnsczmmgaoomled’&'wm
“imagine a classroom where students they do the police, and rates of mur- which is the only effective defense
ptm:nabaidtogiveo&npoor cline in areas where concealed<carmry is  has prevented a victim from exercising
grades when deserved.” The graduate-  allowed. Further, ariminologist Gary this means of selfdefense is morally
student govermument passed a resolr Kleck found that guns are used defen- (ulpable for his or her death.

tion alleging that many “students be- sively 2.5 million imes every year, at Brian T. Schwartz &s a docloral can-
Bewzhaconmaledm repre-  least three times the rate of crimes dzddemwwatﬁe
sent a " Boulder commilied «ith guns. University of Colorado, where ke is also
FamkyAsembly(JmUndNam- Yet facts do not matter 10 a few peo-  active with the campus Libertarians.

Die, spammer scum!
e, SP er sC :
By Ross Aavea S0 spam is just

have cotne to anticipate and

enjoy Jon Caldara’s column

each Sunday, saving it for the

moment when coffee and the
heavy dose of bush-league headlines
combine to send me to the library
for a few moments of entertaining
distraction.

Jon's usual sleightofhand com-
mentary each week is truly magical,
and therefore entertaining. The chal-
lenge is to note where the coin is at
all imes, appreciate his skill at dis-
traction, and simply sit back — so lo
speak — and admire where and
when he pulls it out

But Caldara’s June 15 column on
spam (“Spamophobes, get a life,” In-
sight) was more slight than sleight
and not much fun. Jon fumbled the
coin repeatedly, and his effort to re-
trieve it and continue with the
week’s magic show were stilted, un-
imaginative, and unfortunately con-
trived.

He states "not all unsolicited e
mail is spam.” Oh? Bul there you go;
that's a wonderful, iron<clad, wellde-
fined, wellmannered definition of
spam: If | receive an unsolicited e
mail, if &s spam. So, you knew me in
hxgh Sa.hoo!anddugup myemanlad—
dress to say hi? You're spamming
me and if Jon's government will get
off the throne long enough to give

a cost-free annoyance?
Could've fooled me

me, the cilizen consumer, the pro-
tecton it's giving you, the spamuner,
11 have the option to slam you
down. Ii I liked you in high school,
you're safe; if you're wanling lo ex-
tend my penis by three inches, I'll be
on you like snow on Longs Peak.

Caldara says | should be con-
cerned about “free-speech aspects of
this debate,” Hear the coin clink? By
his reckoning, | can walk into his
ironically named lndependence In-
stitute and start shouting whatever
drivel [ want, the same as a spam-
mer can ¢come into my computer, at
my expense, in my home or office,
and shout whatever drivel he or she
wants. [ don't think Caldara’s Inde-
pendence Institute would allow that
to happen.

Caldara suggests the cost of spam
is minimal, that spam filters can be
used (“which work surprisingly
well," he writes; no, Jon, they don't
work all that well, and that’s not sur-
prising), or that we choose Internet
service providers that block spam
(which rely on spam filters that don't
work that well and then often store
the blocked spam for specific peri-
ods of ume, which storage amount
goes toward your overall storage
limit; Le., cost), and — oops,

dropped the coin again — spam is
only just an annoyance anyway.
ltsnotjustan annoyance. Saying

that spam is just an annoyance
smacks of smugness and superior
ty. Spam cost me plenty this last
week, for example, when my I1SP’s

"screened mail” box flled up my
ISP's 10-megabyte email space allot-
ment, and said ISP started bouncing
back legitimate email. How did that
happen? [ was off backpacking for
the week and had shut down my
computer. | lost valuable, and solic-
ited, email because of spammer
scum. Leave my computer on and
email client active, so the email is
regularly downloaded? Sure: Who'll
reimburse me for that cost of wear
and tear and e!ectncuy’ This is not
“just an annoyance,” this is a tangs-
ble, personal, ongoing cost.

And no, Jon: Having a “whitelist”
is not the answer, if it stll requires
my tme, my effort, my patience
(and yes, my annoyance). IU's just a
sop for the spammer scum. | want
recourse with bite, which | want my
government (o provide me a basis to
pursue. lwamwbeabletogoto
that cocky spammer in Boulder -
County, or anywhere, and get back
my expenses, which he or she stole
without my permission. It's really
that simple. Il be my "independent
institution.”

Ross Flaven is a technical writer
who lives in Boulder.

GUEST OPINION POLICY

The Daily Camera welcomes
guest opinions from readers on lo-
cal, state or national topics of inter-
est to the community.

To encourage vigorous debate

and make room for diverse points of

view on the editorial pages, we fol-

low these guidelines:

® The preferred length for a guest
opinioa is 750 to 850 words.

o Articles by local writers on timely
topics will receive first considera-
ton.

e A guest opunon must express a
clear point of view. Articles writ-

ten primarily to provide back-
ground information or to raise
public awareness of an organiza-
tion are not guest opinions, al
though some of them may be ap-
propaate for other sections of the
newspaper.

@ We do not publish guest opinions
written to endorse a candidate or
slate of candidates. Candidates
and their supporters are welcome
w0 answer widely publicized
charges or specific criticism, but
in most cases we ask them to re-
spond in a letter to the editor
rather than a guest opinion.

e We do not publish guest opinions

wrillen 1o raise funds for a cause

or a group. It may be appropriate

1o mention that an organization is

soliciting contributioas, but fund-

raising should never be the pri-
mary purpose of a guest opinion.
e Fach writer or organization is

Emited to three guest opinions

per year.

Anyone interested in writing @
guest opinion showld call or e-mail As-
sociate Editor Qint Talbolt to discuss
the topic and, if the topic is approved,
to set a deadline for submission and @
date for psblication. Talbott can be
reached at (303) 473-1367 or email
talbottc@dailycamera. com.

Thank you for your interest.
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Iraq rebuilding
starting at
less than zero

resident Bush is sure lucky
no weapons of mass destruc-
tion have been found yet in

Because had we found these weap-
ons our entire focus today would be
on the rezl issue: Why the Bush team
— which wanted this war so badly
and had telegraphed it for so long —
was so poorly prepared for postwar

lraq.

[ still believe that with the right ef-
fort lraq can be made a decent place.
But that task has been made much
harder because of the Pentagon's
poor planning for postwar Iraq. If the
Pentagon's lapses can be overcome —
and | hope they will be — then we
should learn from them for future
wars. If they can't be overceme, then
they will be grist for next year’s who-
lost-Iraq debate.

Let's start with the biggest analyti-
cal filure. The Bush Pentagon went
into this war assuming that it could
decapitate the Iraqi army, bureaucra-
¢y and police force, remove the Sad-
dam loyalists and then basically run
[raq through the rump army, bureauc-
racy and police,

Wrong. What happened instead was
that they all collapsed, leaving a secu-
rity and administrative vacuum, which
the U.S. military was utterly unpre-

to fll. The U.S, forces arrived in

with far oo few military police
and civilian affairs officers to run the
country. As a result, the only way U.S.
troops could stop the massive looting
was by doing the only thing they
knew how: shooting people. Since
they didn’t want to do that, and since
Secretary of Defense Donald H.
Rumsfeld seemed to believe that a
little Jooting was OK; so that Iraqis
could let off steam ("stuff happens”),
Iraqi governmen! infrastructure, oil
equipment and even nuclear research
sites were just stripped bare. Asare-
sult, we are not just sfarting at zero in
Iraq. We are stanting below zero.
(How the Pentagon could have failed
to secure the known nuclear sites is
unbelievable.)

Anyone familiar with NATO opers-
tions in Bosaia and Kosovo should
have understood that we needed two
armies for this invasion. The first was
the fighting force that would kill Sad-
dam’s regime, and the second, follow-
ing right behind iy, a force of military
police, civilian-affairs officers, aid
groups and public-affairs teams w get
our message across, 1he Pentagon
brilkantly prepared the first force, but
not the second.

S0, you get incidents like the one
last week, where hungry Iraqi sob
diers, protesting for back pay, get
shot at by U.S. troops — a great way
to win friends — because our troops
are unprepared for crowd control, a
job for MPs. Most of the civilian po-
lice and MPs we send into nation-
building are reserves, and there was
already a shortage — something the
Peatagon should have seen and rect
fied by reconfiguring our force struc-
ture.

Because we did not have enough
soldiers, police or MPs in lraq, we
could not seal the Syrian or Iranian
borders or protect oil pipelines from
sabotage. As a result, Arab fighters
have slipped in via Syria to join the
balﬂeagamstusandlrmxanmsts
have crossed from their side, Oil pipe-
lines are being blown up daily.

As for the missing WMD, Bush off-
cials keep saying that lraq is the size of
California and hard to search. True, but
Saddam's inner ardle is the size of an
NFL team — and we've captured more
than half of thenm | find it incomprehen-
sible that none of them have had amy-
thing revealing to say, one way or anoth-
er, aboult the missing WMD. A tarot-
card reader could have discovered more
from these peogple than the Peatagon
has so far. A Western diplomat tells me
CENTCOM has not managed the inter-
rogations well and they are now in the
hands of the CIA.

Because the Pentagon had po coher-
ent postwar plan for reconstituting Irag
politically, it made it nwmtabng
Instead of a firm US, ?nnd
&u.ngs&mndmemtbe?en:agonmml-
ly appointed the hapless Gen. Jay Gar-
oer to run fraq. He's been replaced by
the more deft L. Paul Bremer, but im-
portant time has been lost in which
Muslim clerics have filled the vacuum in
many areas. We must establsh an [ragi
secular authority — soon.

A successful US rebuilding of Iraq is
the key 1o Amenca’s standing in the
work] right now, But Mssrs. Bush and
Rumsfeld seem to be treating it ke
some kb test In which they can see how
much natiop-building they can buy with
as litthe investment as possible,

As one Manne officer said to me:
There is something to be said for doing
war on the cheap, but if you want to do
war on the cheap, “pick a country that
doesat matter,”



