
PAGE TWO THE LANCE THURSDAY, SEPT. 14, 197

THE LANCE
staff

Editor ............................................................. .............................  Jeff N eill
Associate E d ito r ..........................  Marshall Gravely
Associate Editor .....................................................  Elaine Thomas
Assistant E d ito r .........................................................Ligon Perrow
Business Manager .....................................................  Gordon Dixon
Circulation M anager................................................  Cathy Lamont
A dvisor...............................................................Mr. Fowler Dugger

The Editorial staff’s intent is to maintain professional stan
dards within the guidelines put forth by the Code of Respon
sibility. Signed articles reflect the opinion of the author, where
as unsigned editorials and articles reflect the majority opinion 
of the staff. Opinions expressed are not necessarily those of 
the College. Letters to the editor and articles are welcomed 
though subject to space limitations.

Subscription rates 32.50 per semester.
Advertising rates $ .90 per column inch.

Semester contracts, $ .80 per column inch.

‘-''rcK/WCf£>

w  I
handlen^ r iu ie

th/sjobi
A .lV  *■
mid a m

Sayt... Aren't 
you Zeus, Tfiats 
iJi' one meT 
lost/ his job?

e

I'm Jupiter.^
About this Which 
jo b —I'Ve is...? 
got just one 
questicjnt

Are these 
cats an 

Equal
Op

Yearbook Editor Answers 
Critics, Explains Plans

Publications Should 
Remain Independent

BY MARSHALL GRAVELY 

. . The publications should be under Senate Control. The 
publications board should be done away with, because the mem
b ers of it are so closely involved that they aren’t true repre
sentatives of the student body. The budget should also be under 
control because the publications are self-perpetuating organi
zations and need no money. . . ” ,

This quote states the position of Rod Brown, Student A ssocia
tion T reasurer, about another facet of this week’s  budget con
troversy. The proposal was to come before the Student Life 
Committee this week, which has the final authority in such 
budget and procedural m atters, and all this before the new 
budget was made public or even reviewed and approved by the 
Senate.

The whole question of student government control of publica
tions runs directly against the opinion expressed by the Joint 
Statement On Rights and Freedoms of Students of the National 
Student A ssociation, as follows;

. Whenever possible the student newspaper should be 
an independent corporation financially and legally separate 
from the university. Where financial and legal autonomy is 
not possib le, the institution, as the publisher of student publica
tions. may have to bear the legal responsibility for the contents 
of the publications.”  (Saltire, page 46.)

The NSA proposal expresses the current status of the 
organization known as the Publications Board. If the Senate 
gains control over the allocation and distribution of funds for 
the publications, as Brown advocates, then they have control 
of the editorial and news policies of the publications, especially  
the newspaper.

All this does not exactly mean that we of the Publications 
Board see grave threats to freedom of the p ress . Afther all, 
what big issu es does the newspaper grapple with? None, at 
this time. Still, there are reasons why the two should be separate.

An analysis of Brown’s opinion will show two very fundamental 
reasons why. F irst, the members are closely  involved with 
the publications simply because there are no other students 
who are involved in and/or interested enough to be members 
of the board. The total staffs of the newspaper and the annual 
must struggle to exceed fifteen students.

Secondly, the publications are not self-perpetuating. There 
IS no way lor the paper to be financially independent because 
of its appeal to students and because of the current situation 
that ex ists between the campus and the town.

A third reason for separation would be that the Senate has 
enough problem s of its own. If anything around here should 
be t^ e n  over, they shouldn’t be in charge of the operation.

often seem s that they them selves should be dissolved or 
taken over.

Finally, the very definition of publications require the in- 
de^ndence of the newspaper and yearbook. If the respective 
editors are threatened with financial insecurity and inter
ference by uninformed, unqualified outsiders, they are not editors 
they are puppets. ’

Separation of powers is  a basicquality of all quasi-dem ocratic 
m stitutions, and we, all opinions to the contrary, are no different.
The publications have their problem s, but so  does the Senate Iii 
this ca se , each group has only to be concerned about their oto.

Leaders Need To Realize 
A Definite Commitment

BY KAREN KENNEDY

There seem s to be a raging 
controversy over the annual — 
both last year’s and this year’s . 
I feel that th is controversy is  
raging in spite of the f a c t s  
rather than because of them, 
for the so le  reason that the 
facts have not been made pub
lic  yet. A poll was circulated  
earlier  th is week, as a joint 
effort of the Senate and the 
“ Lamp & Shield” . However, my 
w ishes as editor of the “ Lamp 

& Shield”  were ignored. A poll 
was drawn up on Sunday night 
which was satisfactory both to 
M iles Weaver, president of the 
Senate, an d  m yself. Between 
Sunday night and the tim e the 
poll was given out the wording 
was changed, a  fact o f which I 
was not informed. I a lso  asked  
M iles Weaver to delay giving 
out the form until after th is 
Issue o f “ The Lance”  so  that 
the students could make their  
choices on the basis o f a ll the 
facts involved. M iles told me 
that he felt it was a waste 
o f time; that a ‘ ‘Dialogue’ ’ could 
be put out on Tuesday. The ques
tion here arises: If we are not 
to use our school newspaper to 
cover school controversies why 
do we have one? As editor of

St. Andrews expects a cer 
tain degree of social and aca
demic responsibility to be de
monstrated by its students.'

There is  an area of voluntary 
responsibility though that each 
student should cope with for it 
i s  not written out for us. That 
i s  the area of responsibility  
each student has toward SA. 
It seem s to us in this area the 
degree of responsibility is  in 
direct proportion to what each 
student perceives to be h is or 
her relationship and comm it
ment to SA.

The n ecessity  of student gov

ernment leaders to define what 
their commitment and relation
ship is  to the college is  more 
pressin g  than for the average 
student for it is  these students 
who make decisions that af
fect the overall welfare and 
future of the college as w ell as 
reflect the responsibility the 
student body is  capable of. St. 
Andrews has experienced f i 
nancial d ifficulties for the past 
s e v e r a l  years. While most 
sm all private co lleges h a v e  
gone further into the red, SA 
has made steady gains toward

(Continued to Page 3)

the Annual, responsible for its

Olympic Tragedy 

UnmentionedHere
BY MARSHALL GRAVELY

Much has already been w rit
ten about the recent events at 
the Mimich Olympics where ter 
rorist action and police reaction  
led to the deaths of 11 Israe
l i s  and 5 Palestinian terror ists . 
The entire world was shocked 
and sickened at the tragedy— 
except for St. Andrews. As 
usual, som e students were con
cerned while the great majority 
w ere numb to whatever was 
happening.

This is  not the place or time 
to begin attacking apathy, e s 
p e c i a l l y  not by using this 
tragedy as a pretext for con
clusions. S till, it does seem  
that if 17 students had been 
killed by troops in a campus 
riot, everyone would know what 
was going on.

Why, then, did most peo
ple fa il to notice the events 
in Munich? It seem s they are 
not interested in a bunch of 
jocks involved in nationalistic 
contests while covered by the 
mantle of sham amateurism .
Not even when these sports 
events are used as an interna
tional forum for all types of 
political and m ilitary concerns.

N o t h i n g  anybody can write 
wUl bring back the dead or help  
ea se  the sorrow  for their fam i
lie s . No amount of concern  
or information can le ssen  the 
problem s that drove the P a les 
tinians to v iolence such as this.

At SA we go them all one bet
ter . No good can be done, but it 
won’t m atter, since very few  
know what’s  happening anyway.
It seem s rather a sad comment 
on all us Involved students.

publication I did not fee l that 
waiting two or three days to a l
low a l l  people in terested  a 
chance to exp ress  their v iew s in  
“ The Lance” would unalterably  
delay the p rogress of the an
nual. T herefore, I do not fee l 
that the poll would be truly  
representative of the student’s  
w ishes and I withdraw the spon
sorship  and/or support of the 
“ Lamp & Shield” from it . We 
w ill be putting out a poll o f 
our own in the very  near future.

In order that the students may 
make an intelligent response  
to  any further poll I would like  
to make c lear  the & ctors I 
se e  involved in th is is su e . T here  
is  a change planned in the 1973 
“ Lamp & Shield” form at a s  
m ost everyone knows by now. 
The change was made in order  
that we could make a cut o f 
$3,00 in  our budget which could 
then be rechanneled into other  
student activ ities. We decided  
for a paperback cover because  
of the cut in cost, and I w ish  
to clarify  that a paperback an
nual is  not like a paperback  
book. Companies who publish  
annuals know the function of an 
annual and are not going to  
publish anything that w ill im 
m ediately fall apart. The paper
back we speak of i s  a  thick, 
sturdy bristo l board. A s an
nuals are not in constant use  
I s e s  no reason why th is should 
not last for twenty years or  
m ore. The cut in paper was 
made, not only for the cost  
d ecreases , but because we fe lt  
we could cover the year ade
quately in the sm aller amount 
o f pages. The reason we went 
to th is form at was not tod eem -  

phasize the im portance o f the 
annual but to cut our budget in  
order that the money could be 
spent on the other projects  
of the Student A ssociation , If 
we are rea lly  concerned about 
organizations on th is campus, 
would it not make m ore sen se  
to let them have m ore money 
to be effective in their activ i
t ie s  rather than take th is money 
away from  them in order that 
they could be pictured in a hard
back yearbook? If we revert to 
a hardback at the present tim e, 
we w ill have to get the $3000  
back from a variety  of clubs, 
thus cutting som e vita l functions 
they h a v e  planned f o r  this 
money. I think at th is point, 
it com es down to a question of 
whether we are  in an organiza
tion for the good we can do and 
the good tim es we can enjoy now 
or whether we belong to an o r 
ganization to get our picture in 
the yearbook, so  we can have an 
ego-trip  looking back 20 years  
from  now. Some of th ese clubs 
w ill be cut to a zero budget if  
th is money is  reallocated to the 
aiuiual.

Another question being raised  
i s  the fact that som e people 
did not like last year’s  annual 
and fee l they should have been 
asked what they would like in 
it. T hese people seem  to have 
forgotten that a poll was given  
to determ ine the w ishes of other 
students before that yearbook  
was planned. Of the m ore than

800 given  out I received ap
proxim ately  40 back. Therefore 
a great deal o f guesswork as to 
what would p lease  ensued, as 
we could not fee l that 40 ’was 
rep resen ta tive  of the school 
I thought that I detected a change 
in the attitudes of students of 
St. Andrews and tried to alter 
the yearbook to suit that change. 
Our cen tra l them e, carried out 
in the introduction and on the di
v is io n  p ages, w as an attempt to 
le t  the students speak of SA as 
they saw  it , whether positive or 

negative; an attempt at an honest 
a sse ssm e n t o f SA by the people 
who m ake up the school, rather 
than having one person Impose 
a onesided  view  over many 
p e o p l e ' s  experiences and 
thoughts during that year.

In resp on se  to Monday’s dia
logu e’s  contention that the an
nual w as a “ . .  . complicated 
co llage  o f unrelated photos.. ,  
c a r e le s s ly  se lec ted  without any 
ob jective in  m ind,” I can only 
sa y  that the p ictu res were care
fu lly  se lec ted  with definite ob
je c t iv e s , an attempt to capture 
the everyday sp ir it of SA rather 
than an artific ia lly  staged and 
photographed moment of people 
standing together. It is  up to 
you to decide which is  a more 
“ m eaningful m em ory” to you. 
A s to the contention that it 
w as “ e a sy  on the annual staff,” 
I can only sa y  that putting out 
a yearbook with only a very 
m inim al skeleton  staff as has 
been done for at lea st the past 
th ree  y ea rs  i s  never easy on 
the staff. P erhaps one who has 
n e v e r  worked on planning, 
photographing, and laying out a 
yearbook, a s  w ell a s  supervis
ing m ailing and picture taking, 
does not understand: . the dif
ficu lt ie s  a n d  hard w o r k  in
volved.

Those students who do not feel 
that the yearbook represented 
what they wanted and are wor
ried  about the contents of this 
y e a r ’s  book should also keep In 
mind the fact that a ll positions 
on the sta ff w ere open last 
spring and we did not have even 
one application. At the present 
tim e we would be glad to have 
any one in terested  on the staff 
o f the yearbook. There will be 
an organizational meeting soon.

Johnson: We Can 
Find Compromise
E ditor-

Everyone is  shouting their 
o p in io n s about the latest year
book and the p r o p o sa ls  for the 
new one. The tim e has come to 
ta lk  about what we want, why, 
and how much it w ill co st us, 

A s 1 un d erstan d  it the annual 
sta ff has sought to cut its own 
budget roughly $12,000 to about 
$9,000. The $12,000 figure is 
about one third o f a ll the money 
budgeted to student activities. 
( S t u d e n t  C enter B o a r d , Dorm 
Budgets, Clubs & Organiza
t io n s , and etc .) A cut in the 
yeartook  budget would release  

m ore funds for such u ses.
But what kind o f yearbook do 

you want? Until th is present 
em otional con troversy t h e r e  
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