
Women in Science and Engineering.)
Toward the end of January, in Davos,

Switzerland, where he cochaired this
year’s meeting of the World Economic
Forum, President Summers emphasized
the importance of educating girls in the
developing world. He cited overwhelming
economic, social, and health returns from
such investments—a theme he first ad-
vanced during his tenure as chief econo-
mist of the World Bank, from 1991 to 1993.

And at a conference at the Kennedy
School on women and leadership held
March 9, Summers addressed the impor-
tance of bringing diverse perspectives to
bear on problems ranging from research
to the management of professional firms
and business corporations. He noted that
in pursuing the means to open opportuni-
ties to women—through closer contact
with science faculty members, for exam-
ple, or better mentoring—the work un-
dertaken by Hammonds and other col-
leagues throughout the University
uniformly shows that in purely educa-
tional terms, “almost all the ideas that
came [up] were good ideas even if you
weren’t concerned about diversity.”
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Yesterd ay ’s News
From the pages of the Harvard Alumni Bulletin and Harvard Magazine

1926 The annual picture-taking of
freshmen and seniors in front of
Widener breaks up when the former,
ordered off the steps by the latter,
counterattack with eggs.

1931 A.E. Hindmarsh, assistant dean of
the College, reveals that average student
expenses for an academic year have risen
from $510 in 1900 to $1,200 in 1930,
“for the same reason that the $12 suit of
clothes of that day now costs $50.”   

1941 For the first time, a newly inaugu-
rated president and vice president both
hold Harvard degrees: Franklin D. Roo-
sevelt ’04, LL.D. ’29, and Henry A. Wal-
lace, LL.D. ’35. (In a campaign speech,
Republican presidential nominee Wendell
Willkie had told voters, “We’ve had
enough of Harvard; let’s have a little of
Illinois and Indiana common sense.”) 

1946 A Crimson editorial attacks the
University’s decision to ban Radcliffe 
students from the Memorial Church
choir at the end of the current semester
after having permitted a mixed chorus
for three years.

1951 Faculty and students debate the
role of religion at Harvard, discussing
whether the University should offer
more religion courses and whether a
University Chaplain should be hired to
offer counseling to students.

1956 The Bulletin notes that “one of
the freshman entries in the Yard has
whiled away the long and lazy reading 
period days” by nailing its proctor in his
room.“The energy displayed by these
freshmen,” report the editors, “seems to
proctors to point to the need of 
therapeutic psychiatry at Harvard.” 

1971 The Committee on the Status 
of Women in the Faculty of Arts and 
Sciences reports that women remain at a
significant disadvantage in University 
hiring procedures and suggests remedies.

1986 Anti-apartheid activist Gay 
Seidman ’78 (who was the first woman
president of the Crimson) becomes the
first woman elected as a petition 
candidate to the Board of Overseers.
At 29, she is also the youngest board
member in recent history.

Scholars’ Haven
Noel twagir amungu won’t speak

about the assassination attempt—
the event that drove him from
Rwanda remains under investigation.
Two years later, he still has not re-
turned to his native country. Instead,
Twagiramungu has found a tempo-
rary home at Harvard, as a fellow
with the Scholars At Risk (SAR) pro-
gram, which o≠ers one-year positions
at colleges and universities to schol-
ars whose work or identity places
them in danger. Founded in 2000,
SAR now has more than 100 members
worldwide; thus far, some 60 scholars
from 24 countries have been sheltered
by more than 40 participating insti-
tutions.

Any University a∞liate can nomi-
nate a scholar. Following nomina-
tion, a selection committee (com-
posed of a student representative
and 12 professors from diverse de-
partments) examines the quality of
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the nominees’ scholarship and the cur-
rent threats to their research. Because the
goal is to assist scholars whose work has
been inhibited, extensive publications
are not expected. The committee con-
sults relevant departments at Harvard to
determine who will best benefit from
and contribute to the academic resources
and community available.

Between 2002 and 2005, SAR brought
one or two scholars to Harvard annually,
but this academic year, there are six fel-
lows on campus, including a Palestinian
physicist, a theologian from Congo, an
Iraqi minister of higher education, an
Iranian legal scholar, and Alp Ayan and
Noel Twagiramungu, profiled here. 

Turkish psychiatrist Alp Ayan works
with the Human Rights Foundation of
Turkey (HRFT), contributing to their
manual for investigating and document-
ing evidence of torture, the Istanbul Proto-
col. As is true of many of the SAR fellows,
his work blends scholarship with ac-
tivism: he not only studies how to heal
the psychological wounds inflicted by
torture, but also seeks to prevent torture
from occurring. While studying Turkish
“F-type” maximum security prisons in
the Izmir region, Ayan gave weekly press
conferences to announce evidence of tor-
ture that he had discovered, and helped
organize peaceful demonstrations. 

Ayan speaks of his activism as a natural
extension of his work, calmly explaining
that, prior to leaving Turkey, he had accu-
mulated civil charges for unlicensed
demonstrations, illegal meetings, insult-
ing the government, and other related of-
fenses that could subject him to more
than 400 years of prison time. (He has
since been acquitted of all but two cases,
which have been appealed.) Though his
English occasionally falters, Ayan does
not. He brims with enthusiasm for action
and a gentle certainty that no one can
morally ignore torture, once aware of it:
“Before, when you do not see and hear,
you sleep. After—then you cannot sleep.” 

His personal reaction to the facts of
torture drive Ayan to demonstrate for
change, though he scaled back his ac-
tivism after his wife’s death left him the
sole caretaker of their son, who is now
seven. “I tell myself, I must remain calm,”

he says, “but when I do not go, then there
is the violence [at the protests]. As soon
as there is violence—,” Ayan brushes his
hands together dismissively, “then any
chance [of change] is gone.” 

He credits Turkey’s attempt to join the
European Union with sparking signifi-
cant prison and human-rights reforms,
including his own release from jail after a
three-month imprisonment for partici-
pating in the funeral march of a client.
Such progress is fragile, Ayan believes.
Though human-rights organizations are
formally apolitical, Ayan believes that
their fate hinges on the attempt to join
Europe: “If Turkey is refused [admission
by the EU], HRFT will pay.”

During his year in Massachusetts, Ayan
is working with the department of psy-
chiatry at Massachusetts General Hospi-
tal. He remains optimistic about the fu-
ture and plans to return to Turkey. 

Noel twagiramungu’s office at the
W.E.B. Du Bois Institute for African and
African-American Research is sparsely fur-
nished with a hat rack, two chairs, and a
desk. The boxes for his computer and

printer sit in a corner beneath bare walls.
He wears a scarf and sweater, speaking
slowly and softly about his political-sci-
ence research and journalism, which blur
the line between scholarship and activism. 

In the course of studying the Rwandan
justice system’s handling of the genocide
in that country, Twagiramungu directly
criticized the policies of the current gov-
ernment. He served as general secretary
for the Rwandan League for Promotion
and Defense of Human Rights (LIPROD-
HOR), which was dissolved by the gov-
ernment in June 2004 following allega-
tions that the league itself supported
genocide. Twagiramungu cites this as an
example of the government’s use of the
history of genocide as a political tool to
smother dissent. Any questioning of deci-
sions regarding post-genocide justice, he
says, is portrayed as support for perpetra-
tors of genocide (les génocidiers), because
the government has claimed to be “the
only ones who knew what was best for
the country,” the only ones who could
stop genocide.

Questioning the justice system is the
focal point of his work. The process in

The Supreme Court ruled on March 6 that the federal government can cut off fund-
ing to universities that limit or ban military recruiting on their campuses. The 8-0
opinion (Justice Samuel A. Alito Jr. did not participate) upheld the Solomon Amend-
ment—Congress’s response to law schools’ decision to restrict recruiting because
military limits on service by homosexuals (the “don’t ask, don’t tell” policy) conflict
with the schools’ nondiscrimination policies. Harvard receives about $500 million in
federal research funding annually.

A coalition of law schools filed suit, alleging that the amendment violated their First
Amendment rights of free speech and association, and in late 2004 secured a favor-
able ruling in the Third Circuit Court of Appeals. (Harvard had declined to join the
legal challenge to the law; see “Recruiting Redux,” July-August 2005, page 60.) The De-
fense Department appealed, and the case was argued before the Supreme Court last
December.

In its ruling, the court rejected both the First Amendment claim and an argument in
an amicus brief prepared by many Harvard Law School (HLS) faculty members, who
maintained that it should be permissible to exclude all employers (including the mili-
tary) who do not maintain a nondiscrimination policy.

In a note on March 7, HLS dean Elena Kagan expressed disappointment in the deci-
sion, while noting that the school “will continue to provide Career Services assistance
to the military, as [it] does to non-discriminating employers. At the same time, I hope
that many members of the [HLS] community will accept the court’s invitation to ex-
press their views clearly and forcefully regarding the military’s discriminatory employ-
ment policy,” which she called “profoundly wrong—both unwise and unjust.”

Military Recruiting Upheld
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use—Gacaca (pronounced “gatchatcha”)—
employs 260,000 elected judges in a tradi-
tional form of tribunal adapted to provide
“mass justice for mass violence.” Every
adult member of the community partici-
pates in six stages of justice. In the first
three stages, the community compiles a
comprehensive list of residents prior to
the genocide, a list of those killed, and a
list of all those accused of genocide. In the
fourth stage, the accused either defend
themselves, or publicly confess. If defen-
dants do not confess, then the fifth stage
consists of cross-examination and con-
frontation, followed by the sixth stage,
deliberation and sentencing.

The Gacaca system su≠ers from multi-
ple flaws, each exacerbated by the passage
of time. Confessors are generally sen-
tenced to seven years of imprisonment
and additional community-service time;
because many have been detained for 10
years already, the sentence often amounts
to time served. Twagiramungu worries
that survivors will see the Gacaca process
as merely a formal means to free génocidiers,
who learn that genocide has no repercus-
sions: “We had been told to kill, and we
killed. We have been encouraged to con-
fess, and we confessed…It is a game.” The
killers, he says, “have no remorse.” 

Furthermore, this limited recognition of
guilt is required only of one side: the
Gacaca process concerns itself only with
ethnic Hutu génocidiers, ignoring crimes

against Hutus. And
if they happen to be
part of the governing
party, he says, even
Hutus are protected
from prosecution. At
the same time, the
government impris-
ons thousands of in-
dividuals on little or
no evidence; Twagi-
ramungu estimates
that only about
10,000 suspects have
been tried in the 10
years since the end
of the genocide, al-
though the govern-
ment has arrested
about 100,000. The
government, he says,

meets criticisms of the long-term impris-
onment of probable innocents by implying
that anyone who objects is “on the side of
genocide suspects.”

His yearlong fellowship at Harvard 
has enabled Twagiramungu to proceed
with his scholarly work unmolested. He
is collaborating with Noah Weisbord, a
teaching fellow at the Law School, on a
book about Gacaca, and he has written
another book on traditional Rwandan
poetry. His wife and three children,
whom he was forced to leave behind
when he fled Rwanda, have been able to
join him here. 

When their fellowships end, the
fellows must move on to new positions.
“We can support scholars for a year, but
after that, it’s mostly up to them,” says
Jacqueline Bhabha, who directs the SAR
program at Harvard and hopes future fel-
lowships can be prolonged to three years.
Although past fellows no longer have full
access to Harvard’s facilities and facul-
ties, she adds, “It’s a tremendous boost to
their reputations” to have been a fellow—
a permanent benefit for a fledgling scholar.

�john a. la rue
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Women’s Center
At the end of a year that has seen
various plans for the College (including
the curricular review) mark time or un-
ravel, matters are quietly speeding ahead
with one project that has long been on
the table: a women’s center. Plans for a
renovated space in the basement of Cana-
day Hall have already been drawn up, and
a director search committee, chaired by
associate dean of the College Judith H.
Kidd, expects to name its choice by the
end of this semester. “We’re on a fast
track now,” Kidd says. If all goes smooth-
ly, the center should be operating this fall.

This represents a sudden departure
from the College’s longstanding ap-
proach. Women’s groups have lobbied for
a center since Harvard and Radcli≠e
began their “non-merger merger” process
in the 1970s, but previous attempts often
fizzled due to lack of funding and admin-
istrative support. Kidd says the College’s
decision to get behind the center this
time was provoked by shifting space, not
shifting agendas. With Hilles Library
slated for renovation to create o∞ces for
student groups, new possibilities became

available in the Yard dormitory base-
ments where the Undergraduate Council,
the Independent, the Salient, Kuumba, City-
Step, and six other groups headed to the
Quad now operate. “There’s a ripple ef-
fect,” Kidd says. “We start to think about
how the space can be used. There has
been consistent consensus among wom-
en’s groups that a center is needed.”

That need crystallized in April 2004,
when 13 groups submitted a proposal for
a women’s center in the reconfigured
Hilles that asserted, “[A] space dedicated
to the support and betterment of
women’s experiences at Harvard College
is vitally necessary.” The proposal was
convincing, Kidd says: the College de-
cided to proceed with the project. Center
proponents eventually called for a more
central location, and in mid March, Kidd
unveiled four plans for a redesigned space
in Canaday Hall’s basement, created by
Boston architects Kennedy and Violich—
the same firm enlisted to redo Hilles.

Even as building plans and a director
search proceed, however, not everyone
agrees on exactly how a women’s center
should function. Structurally, organizers

Rwanda’s government, Noel
Twagiramungu says, meets 
criticism of the long-term 
imprisonment of probable 
innocents by implying that 
anyone who objects is “on the
side of genocide suspects.”
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