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Over Troubled Water
By BRUCE WRIGHT

Bring Us Together
It' has been 

my c o -w r i te r
the custom  of 
and I to con

c e rn  o u rse lv e s  w ith is su e s  and 
p ro b lem s affecting  the W es
leyan Comm unity exculsively . 
However, i n consid erin g  a te  
fo r th is  p a r t ic u la r  edition  of 
b i-w eekly  indulgence, I fe e l th a t  
s t ray in g  from  the custom  is in 
o rd e r .

On October 1, the long-aw ait- 
ed Report of the P re s id e n t’s 
C om m iss ion  on Campus U nrest 
w as subm itted  on schedule  and 
under-budget, to Mr. Nixonwho 
g rac iously , though w arily , a c 
cepted  it. It w as the purpose 
of the com m iss io n  to  in v e sti
gate the tra g ic  inc iden ts of la s t 
May w hich took place  on the 
cam puses, of Kent ^ a t e  U niver
s i ty  and Ja ck so n  State College. 
Mr. Nixon and his colleagues 
had feared  tha t-the re p o r t  would 
be so  dreadfu lly  one-s ided  tha t 
i t  would’ s e r io u s ly  im p a ir  the 
Republican P a r ty ’s  ch an ces  a t 
the polls in Novem ber. The 
docum ent which he rece iv ed  w as 
Indeed e x tre m e ly  c r i t ic a l ,  but 
it  w as n e ith er b it te r  nor i r 
ra t ion a l.

On the co n tra ry , in the w ords 
of one of the N ation’s la rg e s t  
w eekly news m agazines, the r e 
po rt w as “ e a rn e s t ,  sou l- 
search ing , eloquent a t mo

m ents, em otiona l a t o th e rs— 
and su ited  throughout to the 
counsel of a P re s id e n t who 
once asked A m erican s  of ev e ry  
p e rsu as io n  to low er th e ir  voic 
e s . ”  The re s tra in e d ,  nonflam- 
a to ry  language of the Report, 
the o v e r -a l l  mood of the com 
m ission, and the open-m inded 
conclusions w hich w e re  r e a c h 
ed make th is docum ent so  beau
tifu l and fa i r  tha t it w ill p ro 
bably be a l l  but d is re g a rd e d  
in a  po litica l e r a  m arked  by 
b la ring  tru m p e ts ,  no isy  p ro 
te s te r s ,  and an even n o is ie r  
V ice-presiden t.

What child has not com e ru n 
ning home from  sch oo l and e ith 
e r  sp itefu lly  o r em otionally  r e 
po rted  to  Mother tha t “ John
nie called  me a so -a n d -s o ,”  
o r  “ Suzie ca lled  me a son-

■ o f - a - ......................?”  And what
m other has not ph ilosophically  
rep ea ted  the fa m il ia r  adage: 
Sticks and s to n es  may b reak  
my bones but w o rd s  w ill never 
h u rt me. So it  is  w ith ch il
d ren . But the mood of a na
tion is  a fa r  d if fe ren t thing; 
it  is  a  d e lica te  ba lance  of m a 
jo r i ty  and m ino rity  g roups . The 
Scranton C om m iss ion  fee ls  that 
a  deep, g en e ra tio n a l “ c r i s i s  of 
unders tand ing”  has brought this 
country  to the point of se lf-
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d es tru c tio n : "W e believe it
u rg en t that A m erican s  of a ll 
conviction draw  back from  the 
brink  . . . We m u s t d ec la re  
a  national c e a s e - f i r e  . . .  If 
th is trend  continues, if this 
c r i s i s  of understand ing  en
d u re s , the v e ry  su rv iv a l of the 
nation w ill t)e th re a te n e d .”

In the sec tion  concern ing  Kent 
State, the co m m iss io n  had som e 
s tro n g  w ords fo r  those students, 
and th e re  w ere  apparen tly  
many, who w e re  acting  in vio
lation of the law. On the other 
hand, the re p o r t  s ta ted  that “ the 
61 sho ts by 28 gu ardsm en  c e r 
ta in ly  cannot be justified  . . 
The in d isc r im in a te  fir in g  of r i 
f les  into a  crow d of students 
and the dea ths  tha t followed 
w ere  un necessa ry , unw ar
ran ted , and inexcusab le .”  , 

(Continued On Page 3)

Editorial

Are We Children?
It is  appalling to  co ns id er the im plica tion  and p o ss ib le  r e 

p e rcu ss io n s  of the la te s t  p lea  of the s tuden t w o rk e rs  In the ca fe 
te r ia .  T h e ir  p lea  is  s im p le :  they m e re ly  re q u e s t  tha t s tu den ts  
dining in the c a fe te r ia  r e tu rn  th e ir  t r a y s  to  the d isp o sa l window. 
To th is  tim e, re s p o n se  to  th is  p lea  has been r a th e r  poor w ith  an 
av e rag e  of 35 t r a y s  being left p e r  evening o r  noon m eal. This 
is  Indicative of one o r  two th ings: e i th e r  the w o rk e rs ’ re q u e s ts  
a r e  not being h eard  of the p e rs o n s  re fu s in g  to  co o p era te  a r e  
e i th e r  too im m a tu re  o r  too stupid to  respond  to  such  a  s im p le  
req u es t.  And fo r  re s id e n ts  of a  l ib e ra l  a r t s  college th is  is  d is 
gusting.

The s tudent w o rk e rs  who m ust p ick  up th is  t r a s h  have confron t
ed the Senate w ith th is  p rob lem  and have th rea ten ed  a  studen t 
s t r ik e  un less  action  is  taken. The s t r ik e  is  to  go into effect 
today. Let us c o n s id e r  the im plica tion  of th e se  m o v e s: The 
fac t tha t the Senate has acted  upon the w o rk e rs ’ plight is  com 
m endable, but it  is  none the le s s  appalling  to  r e a l iz e  th a t co l
lege age studen ts  m ust be p ro secu ted  through fines im posed 
by the Student G overnm ent A ssociation . P e rh ap s  the m ost pathe
tic  a sp e c t of th is  is  tha t the s tudent w o rk e rs  have to  r e s o r t  
to  th r e a t  :pf s t r ik e  before any ac tion  is  taken.

If the w o rk e rs  a re  fo rced  to  s t r ik e  to  im prove  th e ir  w orking 
situation , le t us gently  be rem inded  tha t th is  is  not a  s t r ik e  
ag a in s t the a d m in is tra tio n . This i s  not a  s t r ik e  ag a in s t the  cafe 
te r ia  s u p e rv iso ry  p ersonne l. It is  a  s tudent s t r ik e  a g a in s t 
fellow studen ts.

Senate Looks A t High Court; 
Judical Reforms Are Planned

With its  second m eeting of 
the year, October 12, the Se
nate plunged into the ta sk  of 
r e  - evaluating  C onstitutional 
p rov is ions for the Supreme 
C ourt a t W esleyan. Bruce
W right, c h a irm an  of the Com
m ittee  for Ju d ic ia l Review, 
c re a te d  by la s t  y e a r ’s Senate, 
p resen ted  a  l is t  of proposed 
C ourt changes.

A sign ifican t suggestion  is 
that in te re s ted  stu d en ts  sub
mit applications fo r  Supreme 
C ourt s e a ts ,  w hich would be 
review ed by the S.G.A. p r e s i 
dent, then a  m axim um  of 12 
candidates would be nom inat
ed by a  two th ird s  m a jo rity  vote 
by the Senate. (The p resen t 
sy stem  ca lls  fo r  d ir e c t  nom ina
tions by the S e n a to rs .)  Under 
the new p roposal, nominees 
would s t i l l  be voted upon by 
the student body to com plete a 
co u rt of seven  ju s t ic e s .  Once 
a  student is e lec ted  to the

Court, his te rm  would la s t  un
t i l  graduation, but not exceed 
th ree  y e a rs ,  a s  opposed to the 
p re se n t  o n e -y ea r  te rm .

F u rth e r  suggestions includ
ed specifica tions of six  types 
of punishm ents the C ourt may 
en fo rce  and tim e  lim its  fo r 
t r i a l  da tes and filing of appli
cations. A ccording to  the p ro 
posal, t r ia l s  m ust be s e t  no 
le ss  than five days and no m ore 
than ten  days a f te r  filing an 
accusation . The p rop o sa l a lso  
exiges tha t w rit ten  a c c u sa 
tions m ust be filed within two 
days of the incident, and the 
accused  m ust be notified w ith
in two days of the filing.

The C ourt p ro p o sa ls  w ere  
s e n t to the Constitution Com
m ittee for rev iew  and c l a r i 
fication  for one week, in a c 
cordance  with the Constitution 
which s ta te s  am endm ents m ust 
be sen t to  com m ittee  before  
the Senate may vote on it.

The re m a in d e r  of the m eet
ing was devoted to  d iscussion  
and s u ^ e s t i o n s  concerning 
those students who cannot han
dle the re sp o n s ib ili ty  of taking 
th e ir  t r a y s  to  the d isp o sa l a re a  
a f te r  eating. Speaking fo r the 
student s ta ff  in the ca fe te ria , 
Dennis Hayek, Wyah S asse r, 
and M arshall Old explained that 
i t  is  not the studen t w o rk e rs ’ 
job to  pick up t r a y s  left by 
o ther s tuden ts, and, a f te r  an 
av e rag e  of som e 40 odd t r a y s  
left p e r  meal, the w o rk e rs  have 
been planning to “ s t r ik e ” , to 
sim ply  leave t r a y s  on the ta 
bles.

A fter many suggestings and 
much delibera tion , the cafe 
te r ia  s tu d e n t-s ta f f  ag reed  to 
w ait one w eek before a 
“ s t r ik e ,”  a f te r  the Senate p a s s 
ed Dave F o re s t’s motion that 
the sign p re se n tly  in the cafe 
t e r ia  sta ting  that v io la to rs  w ill 
be p rosecu ted  be put up.

An Expressive Expression
T he “ Do Your O w n  

T hin g” D octrine
Popular say ings can  change 

th e ir  m eanings over a given 
t im e-span . The p h ra se  “ Do 
your own thing”  is  a c a se  in 
point. When it f i r s t  surfaced  
in the mid 1960’s , it  conveyed 
a  re q u ire m e n t to  re s p e c t  a p e r 
son’s  behavior cho ices within 
the v e ry  wide range  of choices 
available  in a f re e  society. 
I a lso  im plied the individual’s 
r ig h t to  expect such re s p e c t  
from  o th e rs . In i ts  non-judg
m ental c h a ra c te r ,  the saying did 
not o rig ina lly  c a r r y  the m ean
ing of ind ifference of apathy. 
It meant, r a th e r ,  a  heightened 
re g a rd  for the individual and 
h is c le a r  r ig h t to  choose from  
am ong a g re a t  v a r ie ty  of t>e- 
havior options. In i ts  o r i 
ginal intent and sh ad es  of m ean
ing, then, the say ing  w as po
sitive , healthy, and tended to 
advance individual freedom  and 
human worth.

But in the p as t half-decade, 
o ther m eanings have attached 
them se lves  to th is saying. P re 

sen t-d ay  com m en ta to rs  may
arg ue  tha t the pu rity  of the 
o rig ina l thought has been com 
p rom ised . The idea  has be
com e p erv e r ted . The c le a r  
r in g  of the p h ra se  is now a 
noisom e, d is ru p tiv e  jangle.
What has happened? The p h rase  
a s  used now, in 1970, is often 
only an excuse  for a n ti-so c ia l  
behavior. H im p lies  license
ra th e r  than re sp o n sib le  f r e e 
dom. It dem ands unearned im 
munity from  the judgm ent of 
o th e rs . It tends to  justify  a 
“ don’t get involved”  s tan ce  and 
a l l  o ther fo rm s  of apathy and 
callous d is re g a rd  for the plight 
of o thers . U has been cited 
a s  a  c a tc h -p h ra se  of s e l f -c e n 
te re d n e ss  and se lf ish n e ss . In 
the thinking of many, it is  no 
longer a laudable mandate.

C om pare the “ ?lo your own 
thing”  p h ra se  in i ts  p re se n t 
ta inted m eaning with our pow
e rfu l p h rase  “ F reedom  with r e 
sp o nsib ility .”  They do not fit 
toge ther very  w ell. Why? I 
subm it tha t freedom  w ith’ r e 
sponsib ility  is a valuable, w o rk 
able  princ ip le  only if the com 

munity a t tem pting  to  apply this 
p rinc ip le  a g re e s  upon the ne
c e ss i ty  of concern ing  i tse lf  and 
dealing  w ith those  who, o ccas 
ionally, frequently , o r  hab
itually, a r e  ir re sp o n s ib le . This 
is  a  v ita l tough negative p a r t  of 
the resp on sib ili ty . It n e c e s s 
a r i ly  c a lls  fo r judgm ent of and 
action  toward the lap ses  of r e -  
sponsil)ility  which may occur in 
the com munity. And h e re in  lies 
the p roblem  in o u r com munity.

We a re  a l l  som ew hat d is in 
clined in th e se  days to  judge our 
p e e rs .  We do not like to  be 
c r i t ic iz e d  and hence we r e 
fra in  from  being c r i t i c a l  of 
o thers . We w ant to  be left 
alone and a r e  m o re  than w ill
ing to leave o th e rs  alone. But 
- - i f  we follow through on th is 
co u rse , our com m unity b reak s  
down. We a r e  confronted with 
the p rob lem s and d ifficu lties 
which touch a l l  of us when so 
c ia l con tro ls  a r e  not applied or 
a r e  ineffectively applied to b e 
hav ior such a s  s tea lin g  books, 
assu m in g  po sse ss io n  of co l
lege-owned flags, fa ih ire  to 
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