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Lett :
etter to the editor | A response to complaints

by Elise Smith
SGA Secretary by Hall Penn
Editor-in-Chief
| felt a little misre
presented by your .
cndidare abte, T St ER e We have received several complaints about the way The Clarion, and | handled
of my three goals for SGA and it made me reportmg the candidates’ positions for the Student Government Association elections in
sound stupid. Also, for the question our last issue. One candidate said that she never received the questions for response
« P ’ and anoth i i : ’
hw:y are you MrEnET Yol ihatll e Ouel:'rS?ZLd. w:h .mlsreti)resented her responses. | want to take this opportunity to
ad no response and that is qui in this matter.
quite untrue. . .
I specifically said “refer to question 4’ and One candidate running for SGA secretary complained she did not receive an email
you could have used any of that material sent out that asked for each candidate’s position on a number of topics. She didn’t
Instead, youmptETERE lan et~ AT no. receive this, she said, and in an email to the student body she stated she was “email
purpose, mo 1E NI I A challenged” and that was the reason she “did not send a response.”
found it very unfair that for Jess First off. [ would like to say that the majority of candidates returned the email and
E;SRochhers Jon Wiote il o e :zcsi“tl;relrtposn;)oll?shpubllshed. Only two did not reply to the email, and so we had no
en she most likely didn’t recei s to publish.
I eceive the .
email and had no idea that you were We made a mistake by not putting Ashley Curtis” name on the list, but this was
publishing any material of the sort merely an oversight and there was no intent on our part to leave her out. The other
Next time you or any other wr;ter candidate who did not reply to the email, who publicly called herself “email challenged,”
3601d;s e g e - B washon our published list of candidates; however, we had to put “No Response” for
ou should make sure t i each answer.
o represent them .
accurately. If a candidate gives you a lon [ would like to say that anyone running for the position of Secretary of the SGA
answer (like me) you could simply write itg should probably be up 10 date on how to use email, but this is beside the point. The
::( ::lll.npl)iﬁed form (which is what | was ; littl):l:::e ;gaive cach. candidate an equal opportunity 10 respond and have their positions
cting) using a few actu n our piece.
al quotes. | . =
suggest the Clarion not do an)(jthin - The other complaint, by Elise Smith, was that The Clarion did not accurately
this again unless it serves its actuafl; represent her response and in so doing hurt her chances at being elected. Her responsc
purpose: giving the students a clear id to the question “Why are you running” was “Refer to #5™ In the email we sent to the
of who the candidates are and what thca candidates, there was a disclaimer that said “We reserve the right to edit the answers for
S5 length.” In her response, Elise did not tell us what parts of her answer to “#5” were

persons stand f
or.
suitable for use, and the fear was that we would choose a part that might not agree with

Elise and she would say that we were misrepresenting her. So we put “No Response” as

her answer.

Elise complained that we put only one goal in her
sues that need to be addressed by the student government in the next
hrough her answer, we could not find

were shortened for space as Were

answer to the question “What are

the top three is
year?” We did this because as much as we read t

three different issues. Every candidate’s responses

Elise’s.

Also in her complaint was the claim that she “found it very unfair that for Jess

hen she most likely didn't receive the email

DesRochers you wrote all ‘no response’ W
the sort.” The email, however,

and had no idea that you were publishing any material of
was sent to Jess DesRochers as it was 1o every other candidate.

While 1 don’t want 10 say | am glad that there has been a complaint, | think it is
promising that The Clarion is being read, and even being read somewhat critically. The

best thing for this paper is for students (and faculty and staff) to check up on the
reporting and information it presents.

If anything has been done with The Clarion, it should be that it is no longer a
somewhat goofy afterthought of the Humanities Division. Tt should stand on its owWn
and earn a name for itself, and to do that The Clarion needs your help. We encourage

anyone to write in with complaints, recommendations, information and perhaps even

encouragement.



