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Last Sunday night the women of
Guilford slept with their doors locked,
many of them for the first time all year.

At six a.m. Sunday morning a man in
a ski mask entered a woman's unlocked
dorm room and sexually assualted her. But
when he attacked his victim, he did more
than violate her rights; he committed a
crime against the community.

Certainly the victim was harmed
greatly and her suffering should in no way

be trivialized, but it is necessary to con-
sider the implications that such an act has
on Guilford as a whole.

We are not the safe community that
many students would like to think we are.
The sexual assault, along with the armed
robbery that occurred early Wednesday
morning spurred a great deal of discus-
sion among the student body. Two main
sentiments were voiced over and over in

these discussions: Ours is not a safe en-
vironment, and something should be done
to make it safer.

But how do we act cautiously without
living in a state offear or paranoia? How
do we protect ourselves without jeopar-
dizing our freedom? How do we improve
security without feeling like we live in a
police state?

How do we act cautiously with-
out living in a state of fear or
paranoia?

These are difficultquestions and their
answers are far from simple. Some of the
suggestions that have been made are to

usss
must choose which ones are consistent

with our focus?rational Quaker prin-
ciples.

When held against the light of

Quaker testimony on the sacredness of
each human being, Jesus's clear teach-
ing about loving our enemies, and con-
cern forequality, simplicity, and integ-
rity, military careers seem less than
consistent with these central commit-
ments. Adecision toallow active mili-
tary recruitment on campus would be
inconsistent with Guilford's spiritual
heritage and guiding principle, further
blurring the line between the college
and any other "fine, top 25% national
liberal arts college."

And ifyou don't agree with me, I'll
break your knee caps! Nonviolently, of
course!

Pax,
Max L. Carter
Friends Center director

In defense of the military
Disgust. Shock and disgust are the two

words that came to my mind when Iread
the latest piece by Lindsay Oldenski, con-
cerning the militaryand recent allegations
of harassment Oldenski's statements dis-
play her extreme ignorance of the mili-
tary in regards to their overall mission.

To start with, Oldenski's statements
unfairly portray the military as evil mur-
derers and rapists. Evidently, Oldenski
believes that the actions of a few are
enough to judge the whole. Not a single
person Iknow could defend the crime of
rape inany circumstance. Yet, that doesn't
stop its commission. But to lay the re-
sponsibility on the entire armed forces
of the United States is to paint with a

Militaryvalues not consis-
tent with Quakerism

Any time the religious and social testi-
monies of the Friends get ink, Icount it as a
gain; we Quakers don't attract much atten-
tion. But the Guilfordian article "militant
about pacifism" (12/6/96) inadequately ad-
dresses the reasons Friends have an active
peace testimony and why there is much
opposition to military recruitment on cam-
pus. .. opposition that far exceeds the 10%
of the student body who are Quakers.

The Quaker peace testimony is not
rooted in a lack ofpatriotism, as implied in
the article. Friends have not separated from
the world, but rather are committed to per-
fecting the world in accordence their un-
derstanding and experience of the teachings
of Jesus and the guidance of the Inward
Light of Christ We are naive enough to
believe that Jesus meant what he said about
peacemaking! That is confirmed by our
ongoing experience ofChrist.

Nor is Guilford's denial ofaccess to mili-
tary recruiters an issue of free speech or a
chance to learn about military careers.
Members of the military are free to speak
on campus and have been included in sym-
posia on issues such as the Gulf War and
recruitment on campus. Our career devel-
opment center has ample information about
military careers. The last time I checked,
the print and electronic media seemed to
provide adequate exposure to the military
services.

Acollege has to base much of its deci-
sion-making on core principle. As Guilford
revises its curriculum, forexample, we have
to ask what our mission is, what we do best,
and how we can make maximum use ofour
resources, knowing we can't do "every-
thing." Neither can we invite every career
option to be represented on campus. We

Crimes against the commmunity
get electronic key cards for all of the
dorms. This may help some, but it still
will not prevent the propping open of
doors or ease the fears that some students,
especially those with first floor rooms,
have about outsiders breaking into win-
dows.

Security has stressed the importance
oflocking individual room doors and not
letting strangers into the dorms. Despite
the seeming common sense of these sug-
gestions, many students have not followed
them, perhaps because they feel safe or
at least want to believe that Guilford is a
safe environment

Maybe the severity of these two inci-
dents willbe enough to get people to ac-
tually followsecurity's suggestions. Un-
fortunately, it often takes a serious event

to cause individual change.

rather wide brush. Oldenski uses that
' brush with evident skill as she splashes
this institution with such statements as,

.. soldiers are stripped of their identi-
ties and rebuilt as aggressive fighters...
not afraid to die... or to kill."IfOldenski
knew anything about, or anyone in, the
militaryshe would know that they are not

fearless, that, infact, no one is more aware
of the risks and their own mortality than
the men and women in the armed forces.

Oldenski serves up more ignorance
when she states that 'These assaults
would not occur unless the commanding
officers at least appeared to tolerate
them." Life in the military is very strict.
There are rules governing every aspect of
life. Failure to comply with rules and
regulations is punished swiftly. As for
supporting rape, that's just not true. The
military has tried to do everything pos-
sible to accommodate the inclusion of
women in the military, no matter how
much they may have disagreed at the time.

1 suspect that there have been many
more instances of rape on college cam-
puses than inthe armed forces. YetIdon't
hear Oldenski accusing admissions office
staffers and professors of fostering a cli-
mate where rape is permitted.

In the end I think Oldenski's writing
has served some good Her articles have
no doubt provoked many people to write
in and voice their sentiments. Still, I
would encourage Lindsay Oldenski to
research her topics and information more
thoroughly in the future. I can neither
force Oldenski to change her views, nor
retract her column, but Imust remind her
that her accusations fall not only on the
soldiers of the United States military, but
on a sizable group erf women who proudly
serve with the men as specialists and of-
ficers.

Lauren Keranen
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