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I fore Word

—Robert Ottoboni
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Marino vs. St. John's College et al
Rocky Marino, a former student at St. 

John’s, recently sued the school, Don Cook, and 
Ms. Jennifer Rychlik, a member of the class of 
‘93. Much of the case revolved around J^^Ir. 
Marino’s relationship with Ms. Rychlik. He first 
encountered her when they were prospectives to
gether, and was greatly annoyed when she decided 
to take another prospective to the bus station in
stead of going out to dinner with him. He entered 
St. John’s one year after she did, as a member of 
the class of ‘94, and pursued her for some time 
after that.

We have only been able to find a couple of 
his classmates who have anything good to say about 
Mr. Marino—certainly none of the women do. 
Several of Mr. Marino’s problems with women 
were reported during the trial; one student testified 
that she’d found him going through her underwear. 
Mr. Cook testified that he had asked Mr. Marino to 
give women more space when he talked to them, 
but that the advice had not been taken. It was 
charged that Mr. Marino might have-had a drink
ing problem, and some people testified that they 
were afraid of violence from Mr. Marino (though 
there is no record of him being Violent).

Academically, Mr. Marino seems to have done 
well only in math; a student from Jiis seminar re
calls his tendency to use examples involving ma
chine-guns. Mr. Marino was dismissed at the end 
of his freshman year for academic reasons. But 
according to some studen^, he had shown some 
improvement in seminar, and he decided to return 
to St. John’s the following year. At the time, one 
of his former tutors was glad not to haye to have 
him in class again. He intended to repeat the-second 
semester of freshman year, but was expelled be
fore the semester was out, because he had written 
and spoken to Ms. Rychlik. Don Cook said he had 
told Mr. Marino not to communicate directly with 
Ms. Rychlik; Mr. Marino said that lie had not been 
made aware of this until his expulsion.

Mr. Marino sought unspecified damages from 
the school, Mr. Cook, and Ms. Rychlik in his case, 
“Marino vs. St. John’s College et al.” Mr. Cook

Marino from the day he set foot on campus. St. 
John’s was accused of infringing Mr. Marino’s 
rights and causing him distress, though Mr. Marino 
was willing to drop these charges against the school 
if they would only agree to let him back in. (He 
mentioned in his closing arguments that he intended 
to stay on as a tutor after graduating.) He was also 
willing to drop the suit against Ms. Rychlik if she 
would agree to spend 30 two-hour sessions with 
him so as to sort out their relationship. It seems 
that he was not primarily after money. Ms. Rychlik 
says she was told that the suit would be dropped 
only if she also signed a statement that Mr. Marino 
did not need to be expelled because he had not 
harassed her.

Ms. Rychlik and the school sued Mr. Marino 
in return; Ms. Rychlik wanted damages, St. John’s 
only wanted him to pay his college bills and stay 
off the campus. Mr. Cook has been represented by 
the school’s lawyer; Ms. Rychlik’s family has al
ready had to pay out $50,000 for their legal defense; 
Mr. Marino originally had a lawyer, but during the 
trial he prosecuted the case on his own.

There had been hopes that the judge would 
dismiss Mr. Marino’s case, but he deeided to leave 
one count standing: intentional infliction of emo
tional distress on Mr. Marino. The trial, which 
took more than a week, ended on Thursday. In less 
than an hour, the jury was able to decide on a 
$500,000 fine for Mr. Marino (including $250,000 
each of actual and punitive damages), to be paid to 
Ms. Rychlik; also, Mr. Marino was ordered to pay 
his St. John’s fees, to remain in future at least 100 
miles away from Ms. Rychlik, and to not return to 
the St. John’s campus. Posters of Mr. Marino were 
immediately placed around campus, in order to en
force the court’s decision.

Reactions to the case varied, although many 
people were pleased. Some said that Mr. Marino 
would never earn $500,000 in his life (which is 
rather insulting), and others questioned the wis
dom of tying Mr. Marino to Ms. Rychlik for de
cades. Mr. Marino at one point had a trust fund, 

continued page 6was accused of having had a grudge against Mr.
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Short
Timesheets are due this Friday.
Tuesday’s party in Upper Commons will in

clude an exhibit of work by student artists, along 
with a new wall mural.

Mark St. John has suggested that SAO should 
take over Polity’s work; and there are other sug
gestions for SAO and Polity to be merged or to 
work more closely together. The reason is that 
SAO and Polity are responsible for many of the 
same things, so that a lot of groups have been 
asking both SAO and Polity for money; and some 
people have raised questions about how Polity 
money is spent. Even put together, SAO and Pol
ity still do not get all of our Student Activity fee. 
Five students—Bob Forrester, Aaron Fredrickson, 
Dave Higel, Ann Laurino, Tim Mossop—have been 
appointed by Polity to talk to the administration 
and discuss relations with SAO; if you have opin
ions about these issues, speak with them.

Mr. Kates’s lecture this week is called 
“Sappho I: An Ontological Approach.” (By the 
way—if you want Dinesh D’Souza’s opinion—one 
professor in his book says that, if you want to 
ensure gender representation in philosophy, “you 
could find a poet like Sappho and treat her philo
sophically.” D’Souza comments that “Impressive 
as Sappho’s verse may be, it stretches the defini
tion of philosophy to study her in this department.”) 
We asked Mr. Kates a little about what his lecture 
would be.

An Apology
Not counting the three people who said 

they might write lecture reviews, or the one 
person who said he might write a public let
ter, there were eight students (from all four 
classes) who said they would turn in pieces 
for this issue. Only one of them did, and I 
apologize that a lot of this issue is my own 
work again. Some of the material that didn’t 
come in this time will appear as part of later 
issues, and it will be good. We also eagerly 
accept new submissions.

—Randall Rose

Notes
Q: What does the title mean—“Sappho I: An 

Ontological Approach”? Is there going to be a 
“Sappho II; A Deontological Approach”?

A: No. “Sappho I” is one of Sappho’s poems, 
the one about Aphrodite on her richly-worked 
throne, and that’s what the lecture is going to be 
about.

Q: And what is an ontological approach to 
Sappho? Is it a Heideggerian approach?

A; No, it might not be something Heidegger 
would approve of, though there may be some in
fluence from him. “Ontological” means that the 
lecture asks about the being of poems, what a poem 
is.

The lecture will be this Friday at 8.

Press Release Indigestion
This one’s called “Healthful Eating with St 

John’s Dining Services”. It mentions the twelve 
different “methods of cookery” Drake uses, and 
says things like “Desserts are extremely popular 
and considered the grand finale to a perfect meal. 
Types and varieties are endless.” It adds that they 
also have dessert recipes that suit “low-calorie and 
sugar-free specialties”, but it doesn’t say how to 
tell when they’re using them.

On Drake’s cooking, the press release says 
that “When we steam vegetables, it is a gentler 
cooking technique. There is no direct contact with 
water and fewer vitamins and minerals are lost.” It 
adds, “In the preparation of fruits and vegetables, 
we do not add any preservatives, additives, sulfites 
or whitening agents to enhance flavor or prolong 
the freshness of the item.” As the old joke goes; It 
says “no preservatives”, but it tastes rotten.

Finally, the press release mentions the names 
of some people working at Drake; area manager 
Dan Casey, chef Marcel Dovihech, and pastry chef 
Craig Teufel. “Please stop by and say hello to 
Gar>' Schwabe the food service director, or Gregg 
Watkins the catering manager, with any comments 
or suggestions on what you would like to see on 
the menu. Better yet, drop off recipes that we can 
have a look at and try on occasion to increase the 
level of satisfaction at the St. John’s food service.”

pagesFeb. 28, 1994 The Foreword



A PC Debate at St. John's?
THUMBS UP

It has often been said of the 
students at this school that they 
are living in an ivory tower; that 
they have no idea of the true state 
of affairs in the rest of academic 
America. Mr. Rose’s article in 
the last Fore Word entitled “Po
litical Correctness”, a preview of 
a lecture by Dinesh D’Souza, au
thor of Illiberal Education, does 
little to correct that impression.

He says in the article that 
supporting political correctness is 
a less widespread orthodoxy than 
opposing it. But, of course. The 
term “political correctness” was 
coined and is employed by those 
who revile its practice. It is 
therefore a term with negative 
connotations and is not going to 
be used by the politically correct 
as a means of self-description. It 
is as if someone were to make 
the claim that supporting bigotry 
is a less widespread orthodoxy 
than opposing it. Sure, everyone 
“opposes” bigotry and no one 
“supports” it, but this doesn’t 
necessarily mean that the practice 
of bigotry is not widespread.

At a place like St. John’s, it 
is easy to forget that at the vast 
majority of American campuses, 
it remains the unfortunate truth 
that the practice of political cor
rectness, the active suppression of 
disapproved-of yiews, is very 
widespread. In a world in which 
faculty members are hired for 
their skin color, and fired for their 
lack of “sensitivity”; and in which 
students are accepted into a uni
versity for having demonstrated

minority status rather than the 
potential for being good students 
and are graduated under the same 
criteria^ the very discussion of 
some of the most important issues 
facing us today—such as race— 
must conform on all sides to the 
dictates of the PC crowd under 
threat of ostracization, name
calling and retaliatory' grading. In 
this world, the curricula and re
quired reading lists are constantly 
being revised in order to accom
modate whichever politically 
correct trend happens to have 
blown through that year.

While the foot soldiers of the 
politically correct movement may 
consider themselves to have the 
best of intentions, the willingness 
to subvert the foundations of 
education—great books and open 
debate—to the whims of the body 
politic can have serious implica
tions. For what defense, then, is 
left against any form of ideologi
cal tyranny, no matter how re
pugnant, that may happen to gain 
favor in the outside world? It is 
for this reason that Dinesh 
D’ Souza’s lecture ‘The Challenge 
of Diversity and Political Cor
rectness on Campuses” on the 
22nd was an important one.

Mr. D’Souza’s lecture prob
ably most nearly spoke to issues 
facing St. John’s when he ad
dressed the Western vs. Non- 
Western books dispute. I person
ally feel that it is necessary to 
have a solid background in one’s 
own culture before it is possible 
to look at others with a critical 
and thoughtful eye. Mr. D’Souza

illustrated this by asking what we 
would think if we were to meet a 
Chinese student in Peking who 
claimed that he knew nothing of 
Confucius but was an expert in 
Mark Twain. We would think it 
very odd. He went on to say that 
the heart of the problem in 
American education today is that 
the typical college student is ig
norant of both Western and Non- 
Western literature. He described 
the bitter struggles by all the 
competing groups on campuses to 
get “their guys’ books” on the 
very small required reading list, 
with the result that the hapless 
freshman is left to face an inco
herent mish-mash of “literature” 
which does not live up to great 
literature’s claim of being uni
versal in the way that Newton or 
Shakespeare is universal.

He cites some
(unpronounceable) examples of 
Non-Westem literature that do 
qualify as “great” but, he says, 
these books are not being in
cluded in American curricula be
cause they do not advance such 
hoped-for ideas as egalitarianism, 
or else because, in their rush to 
supplant dead white males, eager 
academic visionaries are shocked 
and dismayed to discover that the 
status of women, for example, in 
Non-Westem cultures has been 
truly awful and it is only with 
the world’s inevitable embracing 
of Western culture that the status 
of women in these parts of the 
world has begun to improve. So 
w'e are left with Rigoberta 

continued, p. 6
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Thumbs Down
Dinesh D’Souza’s talk here 

on Tuesday—which the ads aptly 
described as a “President’s Day 
Lecture [sic]”—was a fairly 
competent political argument. It 
criticized the vague section of 
liberal ideas known as “political 
correctness”, and on the whole 
the criticism was deserved. I will 
take examples from his book Il
liberal Education, since the lec
ture was much less forthcoming 
on the subject. D’Souza is right 
that the recent attempts at 
multicultural curricula tend to be 
Americanized and superficial 
about other traditions—not 
merely because any first exami
nation of foreign cultures is su
perficial, but because people half
want it that way. He is certainly 
right that many critics of white 
racism and male sexism are bigots 
themselves, and that the adminis
trators they influence are expedi
ent liars. He is also right that a 
nonfeminist would not be allowed 
to be a professor of Women’s 
Studies, which shows that this 
sort of program is more con
cerned with indoctrination than 
with questioning for the facts. In 
general, the problem with a lot 
of college education is that it tries 
to present “alternatives”, while 
preventing the debate and ques
tioning that alternatives are valu
able for.

Unfortunately, just because 
most of the points in his lecture 
were unquestionably true, 
D’Souza himself did not supply 
much of an alternative on the im
portant questions. I don’t mean 
to say that criticism on its own is 
Feb. 28, 1994

a fault; at other schools, speeches 
like D’Souza’s can do a lot of 
good. By his intelligence, his wit, 
and not least his being Indian, he 
can help wake people up by 
showing students that it’s okay 
to laugh at the prevailing cus
toms. But here, I talked to a 
number of students after lecture, 
and not one of them had actuallv 
been persuaded of anything new 
by it. People just continued to 
believe what they already 
thought. And this meant that the 
flaws in his lecture became more 
important.

The main flaw was that he 
has a tendency to slur over diffi
cult questions. His book, for ex
ample, says that undergraduates 
should be required to read both 
Western and non-Westem clas
sics, and his lecture says that he 
doesn’t want “a return to the old 
system of Great Books empha
sizing the West”. Nevertheless, 
he repeatedly praised St. John’s 
in his talk as if it was doing just 
what he wanted. Was he simply 
ignorant that we offer Eastern 
classics only in a limited graduate 
program? I can’t believe that an 
admirer of St. John’s, who’s been 
advocating the issue for years, 
could have failed to check out 
how we do it. Again, his lecture 
says that racism is not opposed 
by any foreign civilization; yet his 
book tries to prove that the 
Greeks and Romans were non
racist, and skirts around mention
ing Aristotle’s view that barbar
ians are “by nature” slaves.

He ended his lecture by say
ing that we ought to seriously 

The Foreword

discuss questions like “Are there 
differences between men and 
women? Is moral criticism of 
homosexuality possible? What 
are the reasons for differences in 
performance between different 
racial groups? Are they eco
nomic? Is it discrimination, is it 
oppression? If not, what is it? Is 
it culture?” These questions are 
certainly worth discussing, but he 
himself left most of them un
touched. His book started to an
swer one question, suggesting that 
blacks do worse in school than 
whites because of culture, not 
discrimination; but even that 
point was muted in the lecture, 
and the other questions were ad
dressed neither in the lecture, nor 
the question period, nor the book. 
Eispecially when he has a sympa
thetic audience, he ought to say 
what he thinks on these subjects, 
since I’m sure someone as intel
ligent as he is has ideas about 
them. Judging by the tone of the 
book and D’Souza’s active Ca
tholicism, it would seem that he 
does have a moral objection to 
homosexuality; but I’ve never 
heard him state it in public. If 
he’s not willing to state his own 
beliefs, he has no right to exhort 
us to “heroism and resistance to 
entrenched codes”. Or if he does 
admire heroism, he ought to be 
less contemptuous of the Nobel 
Peace Prize winner Rigoberta 
Menchu, who (whether you agree 
with her or not) needed to have 
an outstanding degree of physical 
courage to say what she did in 
Guatemala.

continued, p. 6
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Thumbs Up
Menchu who, being an oppressed, 
third world, female, communist, 
indigenous minority, presents 
sterling qualifications to Ameri
can academe but, unfortunately, 
in spite of her Nobel Prize, and 
even with the assistance of a 
blonde ghost-writer, she is hardly 
a profound thinker. And while 
her work may be suitable for in
clusion in a sociology department, 
it is not at all suited for its current 
perch as a literature or liberal arts 
requirement in universities na
tionwide.

Mr. D’Souza ascribes much 
of what is happening today on 
college campuses to the chang
ing racial make-up of America. 
Questions of race are becoming 
increasingly important and, while 
it is proper for them to debate 
racial issues, colleges are reacting 
by censoring debate. Literature, 
according to Mr. D’Souza, should 
be a tool to liberate us from racial 
straits. Marti/i Luther King was 
a student of Gandhi who in turn 
was a student of Thoreau and 
Tolstoy: an example of a Great 
Idea that transcended racial pre
rogative. Western literature, he 
claims, more than any other, has 
dealt with topics such as racism 
and sexism, and he cites Othello 
as an example. (Maybe there s a 
suggestion for the program.) And 
as far as homosexuals (the third 
member of the PC Triad) being 
represented, well, he smiled, 
Socrates.

In the question and answer 
period following, one member of 
the audience expressed concern

page 6

, continued
that if we just simply open the 
floodgates of debate, questions 
such as “Are whites intellectually 
superior to blacks? might be 
asked. Mr. D’Souza responded 
that only those who suspect that 
the answer might be yes would 
be afraid of such a question. But, 
in any case, that the question 
would even be asked shows that 
it is on people’s minds; and bet
ter to get it out in the open and 
discuss it where we could 
undoubtably demonstrate that 
skin pigmentation is not a factor 
in IQ than to let it remain “un
derground” and take on “a life of 
its own”. And this, indeed, was 
the thrust of his lecture; that while 
no one has all the answers, he 
hoped, by his talk, to foster 
thoughtful, honest, und open de
bate without which answers can
never be found.

—Craig Nelsen

Marino ...
continued from page 2 

but it has been rumored that this 
too has been dissipated. I don’t 
think any possible outcome of a 
legal case could have done much 
to improve the lives of anyone 
concerned; still, the $500,000 
payment will help Ms. Rychlik, 
if it can be enforced, and the 
Falstaff-like 100-mile sentence is 
a good idea. How’ever, nobody 
is sure what the effect on Mr. 
Marino will be. If I were Ms. 
Rychlik, I would make sure, not 
to give my address either to Mr. 
Marino or to the Alumni Office.

—Randall Rose

The Foreword

Thumbs
In a way, D’Souza’s speech 

is typical of both sides of the 
“political correctness” debate: it 
states firmly what it opposes as 
harmful, but it remains vague 
about what it supports, what we 
should be doing. This concentra
tion on harm and victims has 
reached such a ridiculous level 
that both D’Souza and his oppo
nents now tell us to conform to 
anti-conformism. Both D’Souza 
and the people he criticizes are, 
above all, careful about what they 
do not say. Caution in leaving 
things unsaid is natural for a cul
ture of marketing and social dis
tance; but it’s certainly not going 
to help us solve problems like 
racism. I am wary about accept
ing D’''Souza’s recommendations 
because I am suspicious of what 
lies behind them. His assumption 
is that Western civilization is the 
main thing going now, and we 
should just get on with it. This 
is a reasonable attitude for an im
migrant like D’Souza; but as long 
as racism persists, 1 can’t imagine 
black people accepting total as
similation into the civilization that 
made slavery their heritage. 
Again, D’Souza is a little too 
ready to dismiss modem works 
from the Third World, particu
larly when they’re influenced by 
liberal Western ideas. But it’s 
only natural that novel ideas will 
be likely to appear among people 
who follow part-Westem, part- 
non-Westera traditions: Gandhi 
and Tagore, both mentioned in 
D’Souza’s speech, are good ex
amples.

Feb. 28, 1994



Down, continued
Finally, I’m not sure 

whether we even got the right 
speaker on this subject. If we 
could only afford one such big- 
ticket speaker, I could see why 
Mr. Agresto would want to ask 
D’Souza; but in fact, the lecture 
was paid for by a foundation, and 
so we might be able to get a 
foundation to sponsor a lecture 
by one of D’Souza’s opponents. 
After all, D’Souza’s lecture con
cerned only the ideas of his op
ponents; he basically said “You 
know, in some other colleges over 
there, people are closed-minded 
on certain subjects, and it would 
be nice if they debated the issues 
more.” It would be more consis
tent with the way we study at St.

People to bitch at if you 
don’t like what’s going on 
here:

Randall Rose 
(editor)
Alexa Van Dalsem 
(layout & delivery)
Aaron Fredrickson 
(filler-inner)
Chris Allison, Tom 
Jacobson
(clarity & grammar)
Cass Carrigan, Hope Del 
Carlo, Kathryn Hoar 
(taste & judgment)

There will be a meeting in 
ESL-115 on Thursday at 
4:00 PM; any new people 
who want to contribute 
should come.

John’s if we let D’Souza’s oppo
nents represent themselves. A 
lecture by an actual “politically 
correct” professor (instead of a 
politician like D’Souza, who was 
in charge of the Catholic vote in 
Bush’s 1988 campaign) would let

and allow us to learn better. If 
we invited a principled advocate 
of multiculturalism (not Stanley 
Fish), we would be giving our
selves a chance to be convinced, 
and we’d certainly have a more 
interesting question period.

—Randall Roseus study the ideas at their source.

—Ryan Underwood
The ForewordFeb. 28, 1994 page 7
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The Revenge of the Son of Grubbus Returns

It’s 2:00 on a Sunday after
noon. Lunch time. Maybe even 
past lunch time if you’re really 
counting. Then again, it’s kind of 
breakfast time too, ‘cause you’re 
just rolling out of bed. It s a hard 
world out there, full of just these 
sort of hard decisions. You roll 
over again, the choices echoing 
back and forth in your head 
“breakfast or lunch, breakfast or 
lunch, breakfast or lunch, breakforlunch, 

brearunch, wt.” Brunch. It is the 
answer. The only answer. You 
reach for the latest FOREword, 
flip to the back page and there it 
is....
Blintzes and Latkes (potato 
pancakes) from the folks who 
discovered the real meaning-of 
brunch. ' ^

What you need to make 6 or 7
Latkes:

1 good size potato 
1 egg
1 clove of garlic 
1/2 of a smallish onion 
oil for frying 
salt and pepper 
sour cream n’ applesauce

I

Grate the potato, beat the

egg, dice the onion, chop the gar
lic. Mix. Add salt and pepper to 
taste.

Heat the oil, about 1/4 inch 
deep, in a heavy frying pan. Drop 
a little of the mixture in; if the 
oil bubbles up around it instantly,
you’re ready to roll.

Grab a small handful of the 
mixture and put it into the oil, 
you can usually fit 3 of these in a 
10” pan at once. Wait until the 

^bottom of the latke is brown, flip 
it over; and cook it on the other 
side.

Set them on a paper towel 
to absorb some of the oil. Serve, 
while still hot, with sour cream 
and apple sauce.

Blintzes....

The first part (crepe batter):
3 eggs
1/4 tsp. salt
3/4 cup white flour
1 1/3 cup milk
2 tbs. oil

Put everything into 
blender. Let‘er rip.

The second part (filling): 

The Foreword

1 15 oz. container ncotta
1 beaten egg
2 tbs. sugar
3 tbs. flour

Put everything into a bowl.
Mix.
The third part:

Melt some butter onto a 
smallish, heated frying pan. Drop 
a little of the batter into the cen
ter and tilt the pan around until it 
covers about six inches diameter.

Cook over medium heat. 
When the edges start to pull up 
from the pan, slide the crepe onto 
a plate, cooked side up.

Repeat this, using less but
ter as the pan becomes seasoned, 
until you’ve got a bunch of the 
crepes stacked atop one another.

Lay a dollop of filling on 
the cooked side of each crepe and 
roll it up. Cook it in the above 
mentioned smallish frying pan 
(you can usually do a couple at a 
time) until the outside, previously 
uncooked, part of the crepe be
comes golden brown.

Serve with sour cream, and, 
if you can work out the timing, 
latkes.

—Eli Castro
Feb. 28,1994
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