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Opinion
Letters To The Editor

Letter to the Editor:
As a concerned and active 

student at St. Andrews, I would like to 
draw fellow students’ attention to a 
pressing problem. We students no 
longer have access to Xeroxing facili
ties. The problem is pressing because 
most students need access to a 
Xeroxing machine. The Xerox enables 
us to have copies of articles and 
exerpts from books for research pur
poses. It also provides student leaders 
with materials for meetings and for the 
publicity of events.

In previous years, students 
have had access to a Xerox machine in 
the library. Sources in the Administra
tive Support Center (ASC) reveal that 
the Xerox machine in the library was 
removed during the summer because it 
did not yield the necessary S600 per 
month for our continued usage. It is un
fair to discontinue a service simply 
because such a small student body is not 
able to operate a machine at maximal 
yield.

The removal of the Xerox 
machine is not in the best interest of the 
students. As consumers, we are en
titled to receive what we pay to receive. 
Colleges exist to provide students with 
educational services. The Xerox is an 
educational service, and students do pay

Treding Water
by Buck Tredway

individually for the services of the 
Xerox machine whether SI or $600 is 
grossed per month.

I close by asking students, 
faculty, and staff to help us receive once 
again the services of a Xerox machine.

Thank you,

Ann Leist-White

To the Editor:

The Law Club would like to 
personally invite all new and returning 
students to participate in this year’s 
Law Club. We have lined up an excel
lent fall program of events. This year’s 
Law Club will present guest speakers 
and films concerning the aspects of the 
legal system.

The Law Club is an organiza
tion for all members of the St. Andrews 
community who wish to leam more 
about the legal process. It is the goal of 
the Law Club to provide an educational 
service to the community of St An
drews, in which we all may gain valu
able knowledge about the legal system.

Sincerely,

Jim Rollen
President of the Law Club
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Dump Bork Movement  Not  Jus t
A Poli t ical

Our conservative friends 
would have us believe that we should 
give no more thought to choosing a 
Supreme Court justice than we do when 
choosing toothpaste. “You can’t con
sider the taste or the smell when choos
ing,” they say. “All you can think about 
whether it works or not.”

How convenient Colgate- 
Palmolive could save a great deal of 
money on product research, develop
ment and testing if the conservatives 
applied the same rules to the toothpaste 
business as they have to Robert Botk’s 
conformation hearings.

There are several objections 
which must be raised to this particular 
nominee to the Supreme Court that 
have nothing to do with whether Robert 
Boik works or not Perhaps the most 
persuasive is Bork’s stand on the doc
trine of precedent as it pertains to the 
American legal system.

Millions of Americans 
watched Bori: fidget last wedc on na
tional televiacMi. He was listening to a 
tape of a 1985 speech in which Rc4)ert

Issue
Boric plainly stated, “I do not believe 
that the doctrine of precedent is all that 
important when deciding cases.”

After hearing that tape, all 
Bork could do was mumble something 
about having changed his mind. How 
can the Senate Judiciary Committee 
seriously consider a nominee to the 
highest court in the land who denies the 
voy basis of American jurisprudence?

Robert Bork is also cursed 
with whatiscommonly beingreferredto 
as “strict intapretation.” This mustrank 
with cancer and AIDS as being one of 
the worst maladies to afflict anyone. 
Combined with a relapse of “original 
intent,” Bork’s prognosis from the Judi
ciary is terminal.

Perhaps a brief explanation of 
these diseases is in order. To put it an
other way, if Bork was interp-eting the 
Bible instead of the Constitution, he 
would believe that the world was cre
ated in seven days and that the human 
race is in such sorry shape because of a 
talking snake.
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Stop Pestering Bork
by Bobby C. Simpson

It seems as if our friendly 
neighborhood pests, the Democrats, 
have been working overtime. They 
have specifically been working over
time on Robert Bork. I believe that 
someone should slop the three-ring 
circus that the Senate Judiciary 
Committee has made of the hearings. 
My major disagreement with the 
committee is that they are not trying to 
find a qualified replacement, but trying 
to either discredit Bork intentionally, or 
score campaign points. There is a major 
election coming up as we all well 
know,and Boik, unforttmately, is the 
Democratic score-gainer.

Let one take for example some 
of the questions that Bork has been 
asked, specifically, by Edward Ken
nedy. The first question that was noted 
in a recent news report was one of the 
following; “Mr. Bork, is it not true that 
you have been an advocate of non-de
segregation?” At that time it was noted 
that Boik said that those were his views 
at that time; however, over years, his 
opinion has changed and has modified. 
Fine, Mr. Kennedy asked a valid

question that time. However, not
fifteen minutes after his valid question, 
Edward Kennedy began target shooting. 
This was one of the two questions that 
really made no sense to ask at all: “Mi' 
Bork, it is noted here that you went into 
private industry for a short while and 
made in the round amount of one 
hundred thousand dollars, why diddo 
this, after having committed yourselflo 
charity work in the field?” Bork hesis- 
tated, and iterated that it was a personal 
reason that he wished not to get into 
while at the hearings. The very astute 
(or so he thought) Mr. Kennedy insisis 
upon the answer of the question. Mr. 
Boik then states the reason. It 
because his wife had cancer and be 
needed money to pay the medical bills 
Of course Bork’s wife had notdiedbui 
maybe a year or two ago. Unda- 
standedly one can see why he d id  not 
care to elaborate on the subject My 
wonder is why on e a r t h  did ole Ed ha® 
to know this information? I am quite 
sure that Bork had every right to eam 
money for himself, my gosh, that is 
what people go into professional care® 
for. I guess we all cannot be Sc®** 
Kennedy: come from a lineage
wealth and let politics be our hobby, ® 
stead of our job. Of course it E*®
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