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Stop whining_ 
Salary distribution fair to UNO, UNK 

Faculty members at the University of Nebraska at 
Omaha and the soon-to-be University of Nebraska at 

Kearney need to stop whimpering and count their 
blessings. 

When the regents decided how to divvy up scarce state 
funds for faculty salary increases, they doled out more 

money for UNO and UNK faculty salary increases — by 
percentage — than for UNL increases. 

That — plus a hefty tuition increase on both campuses 
— will enable the regents to meet the collective bargaining 
agreements they agreed to before the shoddy state eco- 
nomic situation became apparent. Those agreements will 
give UNO faculty members a 6.5 percent raise, with UNK 
faculty members getting a 8.7 percent raise. University of 
Nebraska-Lincoln and University of Nebraska Medical 
Center faculty members will get only a 4.25 percent raise. 

Staff at all campuses will fare the worst under the plan 
the regents approved. They will only beef up their pay- 
checks by 4 percent this year. * 

But UNO and UNK faculty members and administrators 
persist in whining about their alleged misfortunes. They 
insist that they should have gotten more of the state dollars, 
which would have taken some of the pressure off of their 
students, who face 9 and 11 percent tuition increases. 
uiNL s tuition will go up / percent. 

Looking at the numbers, it seems that UNO and UNK 
faculty members got a more-than-fair shake. The $10.6 
million in state dollars available for salary increases will 
pay for 4.06 percent of the 6.5 percent UNO salary hike 
and 4.16 percent of the 8.7 percent UNK salary increase. 
UNL and UNMC settled for state funding of 3.76 percent 
of their 4.25 increase. 

This is fair. UNO and UNK must pay the price for 
higher raises than their colleagues will get at UNL and 
UNMC. 

Actually, it will be students at UNO and UNK paying for 
the higher raises. A tuition increase higher than the usual 5 
percent may be inevitable in a tight budget year, but faculty 
members’ greed in saving their raises will cost the students 
at UNO and UNK. Tuition bills wilLgo up 2 percent at 
UNO and 1 percent at UNK higher than expected. 

Surprisingly, faculty members at UNL are not insisting 
that their students’ tuition go up to allow for salary raises 
equal to those at UNO and UNK. That indicates collegial- 
ity. 

UNO and UNK faculty members showed their true 
colors when they refused NU President Martin Massen- 
gale’s request to renegotiate their salary raises to accom- 
modate the lower-than-expected level of state funding. 

UNO and UNK faculty members’ gripes are unfounded. 
The quality of education at those campuses may go up as a 

result of the raises due to increased ability to recruit faculty 
members, but the price has been high. 

* Collegiality within the university has been lost. 
— Victoria Ayoue 
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retains the right to edit letters. 
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less than 500 words. 

Anonymous submissions will not 
be published Letters should include 
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number, year in school and group af- 
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Submit material to the Daily Ne- 
braskan, 34 Nebraska Union, 1400 R 
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MOMMY, I AM GLAD THETROO^-^ 
CAME HOME AMD THEY HAD THIS ^ 
PARADE FOR THEM, BUTMOMMY \ 
MERE ARE U/E GOM TO SLEEP?\ 

CHRIS POTTER 

Bush’s China policy confused 
week ago Monday marked the 
second anniversary of the bru- 
tal massacre of pro-democracy 

protesters in Tiananmen Square. On 
June 3 and 4 of 1989, the Chinese 
regime, in a spasm of barbarity, or- 
dered its army to crush unarmed stu- 
dent demonstrators. Hundreds of 
protesters died under armored per- 
sonnel carriers, impaled by bayonets, 
or by gunshot. 

In an appalling irony, the Bush 
administration would mark the anni- 
versary by extending economic con- 
cessions to the very same regime that 
ordered the massacre. Rather than 
withhold these concessions in order 
to prod the Chinese government into 
democratic reform, Bush would ex- 

change human rights for Chinese 
gestures toward a market economy. 
Such a trade is devoid of humanity 
and defies logic. 

Students at Beijing University ini- 
tialed the movement in April of 1989 
by demanding a freer press loosened 
from state control, an end to govern- 
mental corruption and televised 
meetings with government officials. 
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racy movement, but workers, jour- 
nalists and intellectuals soon joined. 
By the middle of May, Tiananmen 
Square had seen several demonstra- 
tions with up to 1 million partici- 
pants. 

The Chinese government watched 
this demonstration of the people’s 
will with growing concern but took 
little substantive action until martial 
law was imposed on May 20. 

Tens of thousands of soldiers in ar- 
mored personnel carriers ringed the 
city. But in an astonishing display of 
nonviolent resistance, ordinary citi- 
zens of Beijing rushed into the streets 
to protect the students from soldiers. 
They pleaded successfully with the 
soldiers not to fire on their own brcih- 
ren. Witnesses reported soldiers crying 
quietly. Senior military officials re- 

portedly balked at attacking Beijing’s 
citizens. 

This military compassion and re- 
straint continued until around mid- 
night June 3, when soldiers took Tian- 

anmen Square back from the students. 
They shot, bayonetted, drove over, 
tear-gassed, and beat the students and 
other protesters who were still at 
Tiananmen. A definitive death toll 
could never be established because 
hospitals declined to reveal the num- 
bers of dead sent to them that night 
for fear of government reprisal, and 
the army is thought to have burned 
corpses in a great bonfire. At least 
several hundred died. 

On the day of the massacre, a New 
York Times reporter in Beijing was 

approached by a university student 
who implored: “We appeal to your 
country. Our government is mad. We 
need help from abroad, especially 
America. There must be something 
that America can do.” 

There is something the United States 
can do. It can withhold economic 
concessions. But two years later, the 
administration would instead like to 
reward the Chinese government for 
its inhumanity by continuing to ex- 
tend Most Favored Nation status. 
Holding MFN status entitles a coun- 

try to the lowest rale of import tariffs 
available in the United States. As a 
result of holding MFN last year, China’s 
overall bilateral trade surplus was a 

In China s case, the distinction 
between democratic reform and eco- 

nomic reform is even sharper. The 
very same Deng Xiaoping who or- 
dered the Tiananmen Square crack- 
down instituted agrarian economic 
reform by decentralizing farms in 1979. 
On the other hand, Zhao Ziyang, the 
former Communist Party chief who 
continued Deng’s economic reforms 
through the ’80s but dared to support 
democratic reform, was soundly dis- 
credited by China’s regime after voic- 
ing support for the protesters at Tian- 
anmen in 1989. 

Bush most likely will muster the 
votes necessary in Congress to extend 
MFN status to the Chinese govern- 
ment, though perhaps with some weak 
caveats. In his eagerness to see free 
markets flourish, he seems to have 
forgotten the Chinese martyrs to lib- 
erty. But the world has not forgotten. 
History will judge against Bush’s China 
policy. 

This, however, is little consolation 
for those who lost their lives at Tian- 
anmen Square on June 3 and 4 of 
1989. 

Potter is a senior physics, philosophy, 
math and history major. 

massive $10.4 billion. 
Supporters of Bush’s China policy 

argue that to continue to punish China’s 
government for its human rights abuses 
would only empower the hard-liners, 
forcing China to renounce its recent 
economic reforms in favor of its pre- 
vious policy of rigid slate control. By* 
extending MFN, the supporters say, 
the United States would give the re- 
formers more credibility and power 
by encouraging trade and thereby 
increasing China’s gross national 
product. 

But such arguments fail to distin- 
guish between economic reform and 
democratic reform. They simply as- 
sume that in some vague way capital- 
ist economies necessarily promote civil 
and democratic rights. They do not. 
One need look only as far as South 
Africa, El Salvador, or South Korea 
for flagrant human and civil rights 
abuses perpetrated by capitalist coun- 
tries. 

Bush would ex- 
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devoid of humanity and 
defies logic. 


