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The Editorship

the co-editorship. Clotfelter

The race for the editorship of
this newspaper has this year been
a violently, often viciously, contest-
ed race.

From this vantage point, it leoks
as if the race has narrowed to a
choice of two possibilities, a Wrye-
Clotfelter ticket opposed by write-
in candidate Mike Mathers.

It appears that these two are
both running ahead of the third
candidate, Ernest Stepp. Although
elections have a peeuliar quality of
unpredictability on this campus,
odds are far better than even that
either Wrye-Clotfelter or Mathers
will be elected, possibly only aiter
a run-off election.

We have worked closely with

Wrye, Clotfelter and Mathers. Per-
haps it would be appropriate to
point out now that the Wrye-
Clotfelter ticket was not conceived
as a political maneuver designed to
offset some of the wrath incurred
by Clotfelter with the popularity
enjoyed by Wrye. The ticket is a
dual one in every sense of the word.
Wrye should temper some of Clot-
felter's irrepressibility and contri-
bute strong'ly both as an organizer
and an editorialist. He will not, we
helieve, be the lesser influence of

has
written more news, features and
editorial page material than anyone
now on the staff. He would con-
tinue, we think, to put in long hours
in the paper’s production. With
Wrye as a steadying influence, the
combination could easily be the most
effective since the days of Ed Yoder
and Louis Kraar.

Mathers has been easily the best
advertising manager to work for
the DTH in many years.

His organizational ability is un-
questioned, his own work near-per-
feet. Politically, he could probably
be best charaecterized as moderate,
with the balance tipped toward con-
servatism. Most of his work has
been with the business staff, but
he has made contributions to the
editorial page. He would, we feel,
be an effective and efficient organ-
izer, fair in his treatment of edi-
torial material and a steady and
dependable editor.

Wrye and Clotfelter would put
out the more stimulating paper, we
are confident. We are equally con-
fident that Mathers would put out a
solid one.

The choice is yours.

One of the more difficult feats
for a campus politician to pull off
is taq ride into office on a write-in
vote. Not only must he make his
name so well-known that a major-
ity of stydents will remember it,
but he must alse make his position
so strong that voters will buck the
printed ballot and write in his name.

= kS *

The psychological disadvantages
of this are almost overwhelming.
Never, to our knowledge, has a
major office been won by a write-
in candidate. However, there is
perhaps no right more basic to
representative demoecratic govern-
ment than that of the voter to cast
an effective ballot for the candidate
he feels is mest qualified.

Reecently, the chairman of the
Elections Board ruled that since

the Student Constitution does not
provide for write-in balloting, and
the Elections Laws make it manda-
tory for a candidate to attend a
compulsory meeting, turn in a pe-
tition, ete., before he can officially
be considered in the running, write-
in vaotes would not be counted.

* * *

Here, as in another recent case
involving the Elections Laws, the
decizion was reached through point-
ing to the letter of the law, with-
out real consideration of the in-
tent. The purpose of the regula-
tions concerning candidacy is to in-
sure proper filing and guarantee
that campaigns will be run on an
equitable and honpst basis. The in-
tent is clearly not to deprive a can-
didate of the right to enter a race
late in the campaign, nor to shut
out a candidate whom the electorate
chooses.

£ * *

Electioneering on this campus

can, and often does, reach a fever
pitch. The regulations covering
candidaey and campaigning, in gen-
eral, serve effectively in keeping
ecandidates from translating politieal
zeal into fraudulence. In this, they
are both proper and desirable. But,
when interpreted se rigidly that
they block open elections, they be-
come antithetical to their own pur-
pose.

= B *

According to five sections of the
Elections Law, the Student Consti-
tution and the by-laws of the Pub-
lications Board, write-in candidates
for Editor of the DTH will not be
considered official candidates.

But none of these regulations are
worth the paper they’re printed on
if they deny the campus the basic
right of ehoice.

Vohumh’ke anéﬂwrules
be- hanged.

‘80

An Open Letter to Clifton Kreps,

Chairman of the Faculty on Frat-
ernities and Sororities—

Sir, there exists on this campus
an inequity so vile, a blemish so
repugnant, that it defies true descri-
ption. I.am spegking-of the sq.called

“g0%-Rule.” It has existed beyond

any realm of logic, and it must be
disposed of before any sensibility
returns. -

Fraternities have been put into a
separate category, and the mem-

ct.

bers are now designated differently
than other students. This auther
realizes that this is oot the express-
ed intention of the Rule, but it is
implicit in jts existence.

‘ﬁn"’ the privilege of living to-
gether a fraternity’ must sustain a
certain average; one which is higher
than the campus average; one which
is higher than that which any ath-
lete must pbtain to participate in
athletics. As a matier of fact, the
number of student organizations- for

which a member must sustain a
minimum average is extremely
small.

Why is this diserimination allow-
ed to exist? Is. thers, as has been
whispered, a epmciqm qtqn on the
part of the facully to rid cam-
pus of !rmv?

The writer is forced to ask “‘why".
There is no logncal reason behind
this banql;qr Al reasm rgu:ls
against the shackles sp ambitrarily
fastened.

“We Have Our Own Little Aanza”

SP.Recals  Editor Blasted:

U, P. Record

~ To the Editor:

Several people have questioned
the statistics presented ip my  first
letter to the editor, in which 1 stat-

. ed that over the last four years, the

Student Party had introduced 77.7%
of all legislation passed. '
Bills mttoduced by legislators
who were double-endorsed are in-
cluded within the statisties of both
parties. The party assignment was
made according to the true party
sympathies of the legislators as de-
monstrated by party membership
and attendance at party meetings
and caucuses. For instance, bills in-
troduced by double-endorsed legisla-
tors Joe Oppenheimer and Pete
Thompson were included within the
statistics given for the University
Party,

Miller are included within statistics
for the Student Party.

During the debate in Cobb, In-
man Allen raised this questinn aml
stated that aIl candndates
hy ‘the UP had to be members

the party. Fortunately, Bill Which—
ard was present to contradict this
statement,

And speaking further of legisla-
tive records, it is interesting to nete
that the UP big four candidates, as
legislators, voted against several
items during the past year which

appear in this year’s platform. When
the Carrier Current bill was intro-
duced by the SP during the 30th As-
sembly, Representatives Inman Al-
len and Judy Clark voted to keep
the bill in committee and not allow
it to ever be discussed on the floor.

Judy Clark,
(Larry MeDevitt was absent) voted

ed by the Student Party.

There are two reasons why some-
one could vote NO on a proposal. It
could be because the proposed pro-
gram was not broad enough, or it
could be a reﬂecuon of a negative

those introduced by Bill
, Whichard, Bruce Welch. and Bill

U. P.

To the Editor;

As I begin, let me state my pur-
pose as critid;iqg-e#itgrial ‘pelicies
of the DTH; otherwise I fear this
point might be eobscured ihirough
the yery policies' I am attacking.

Sqrchr you = agree that 1 have

5. { that it might
T M {8 ¥ adbvn 1y 39
a letter to the' editor which, wiyep
it. finally appeared. op Mnueh 22,
was net primted in its entirety.
You shortened it at your diseretion,
but xpaqgno mention of these immis-
sions to the reader.

The letter concerned your poor-
ly-written editorial on March 17 en-
titled “A Candidate . . . .

Myprknm‘ymwastnpmnt
out the mjusﬂne you did a certain
canﬁdaw Where your argument
should have been directed’ at what
you Wed a faulty elections
jaw, you turned rathier fo assail an

individual. aftotsa!indm
believed one t about his inten-
tion, mimﬂudnndhsr namely

that he was unethical. If anyone
appearadtu a lack of ethics,
I think it was' ¥ you in your
editorial,
MW!MHP“*’
ﬂmmtarﬂ,mw,tg

'm“wm

Scored

degision by anything that has ap-
peareqd in the DTH. Is this  what we
spend $25381.24 and pay you per-
sonally $650.00 for?

Sume the ahove incident is proof
enough _5_; that everything I read
in the D may well he: altered
and slanted by the editors, I feel
compelled to' warn my fellow read-
ers that, especially in the season af
politics we can nof be tee eareful
about placing faith in what we read
in the DTH. What a tragedy.

Trusting that this letter will be
printed in its entirety, I remain a
reader.

—Rebert E. Sevier
114 §. Coumbia Street

U. P. Rehashed
S. P.- Platform

To the Editor:
A copy of the University P

Faculty members questioned on
this- say that this' Rule will only be
replaced when the Interfraternity
Council comes up with a better plan.
But the writer is impelled to ask
WHY ang plan is neeessary. Are
fraternitigs so hedonistic in nature
that they must be curtailed and har-
rassed? Are there no other sources
of trouble on campus that the onus
of gnilt must be bqrm: by fraterni-
ties?

Let us assume that the IFC does
arrive at a.plan accepted by all the
principals. Does this selve the scho-
lastic problems of the eampus? Of
course not. It merely puts a check
on a group which constantly has an
average higher than that of the cam-
pus average.

The writer doesn't dispute the
right of the administration to set up
a minimum scholastie average for
participatign in exiracurriculars—
if this included ALL extracurriculars.
Through some twisted variation of
logic, it appegrs that a decision was
reached \irhereby fraternity member-
ship is the only activity so burden-
ed. To placate the conscience of a
system too-lax in its scholastic reg-
ulations this “‘stranglehold” was ap-
plied to fraternities. This is akin to
cutting off one's nose to spite one's
face.

Further, one must ask why the
entire house is penalized for a small
minority who fail to make their
grades. If sixty young men consti-
tute the membership of a fraternity,
the failure of oply twelve will sul-
fice to veritably ‘‘clap them all in
irons.”” Regardless of the house aver-
age, which a majority is above 2.0,
a house is put in 'scholastic disgrace

Wrye And

due to the actions of a few
jess of the number ol
“Dean's List,”" or in gcholastic |
orary societies, they
demuped to an acadgmic
land.”

Why “Devil’s
that infamous prison isle,
bation makes it quite hard 1o
cover, let alone eyer returi. Th
that do return are exireme aly
pressed for existence. “In
ship is one that no other stu
group must undergo, no mallel
low their mean average Is.

Is this fair?
logical? If the basis for this
{hat the house should be respons
for its members, scholastically
writer would like fo propose a pa
allel plan to this. Is it reasona
that 80% of the faculty must pr
duce research work or novels
limited' time, or the entire [no
is held irresponsible and inefficie
As ridiculous as this idea is
the plan of the administrati
handicap fraternities.

Island?™ Fo

il

Reasonable?

Sir, this writer would like
swer to the above questions
planation to this outrage. The

cries out at such a perveried sj
of thought that squelches individ
ity and encourages a SC hism
student body.

—RKen Toppt
T ——
. . —
Reflections
PRI e e
Campaign promise made
Cobb legislative candidat:
Girls in Every Cobbh Room
Year."”

Clotfelter

Endarsed By Baker

Dear Fellow Student,

Having considered the eligibility
of all the candidates running for edi-
tor of the Dally Tar Heel, we want
to call your attention fo qﬁlek
WRYE and Jim CLO’I‘FEL’EEB

As officers representing all phases
of campus life, we are very inier-
ested in seeing the most capable
leadership given to this important
pesition.

We recognize the primary quali-
fications for the editorship as being
experlence strong abijlity in every
aspect of putting qut the paper, and
the recognition of the Tar Heels’
rple as an independent entily, free
from control by special interests.

Wrye and Ciotfener are the only
official candidates who have held
staff positions on the Tar Heel, and
in these offices they have worked
actively and effectively.

While' Chuck was broadening the
scope of the sporis department by
his work there, he also received
valugble experiencg in every step
of the paper’s production from the
print shop to writing for the edi-
torial page. Since his freshman

year, Jim has served as news edi-
tor, assistant to the editor, and has

Rebinson’s

Last week I thought Jim Clotfelter

been a regular editorial colu

Their work in student governmen
the athletic department, and d
gent phases of ‘\LUI]LIH act W

"give them the broad base of know
edge necessary for responsi
coverage.

We have talked to the candidat
and find that their sxpérience, co
bined with their proposed program
and ideas, warrant our endorsemen
of them as the most qualified lea
ership for the Daily Tar Heel

Signed:

Earl Beker, President, Young |

publicans Club.

Harry Bloom, varsily swimming

Larry Brown, Vice-President, J
ior Class; varsily basketball

Thompson Mann, varsily
ming.

Harrison Merrill, Treasure

Freshman Class,

Hank Patterson, Vice-Preside
Student Body.

Mike Putzel, President,
Amerieans for Freedom

Fran Roth, President, Pan-Hells
Couneil,

Donnie Walsh, varsity basket!

Lo OEE o e

Ramhlmgs |

is sought for gpod er bad moti
the result is still the same: »

If these so-called responsibi
didates eould come up with su
ill-founded impractical scheme
short notice, then what kind of
could their astigatised mind-
duce in a year of running the DY

Another reason that make:
idea so ludicrous, is that
candidate Mike Mathers as
lications Board membeér .
chairman of a committee to look
to the feasibility of the DTH ha
s own printing plant. Wouldn
have used this issue if here h:
been some substance to it? Cert
ly, he has the facts which Clotf
and Wyre are desperate
of.

Mathers is cool headed, effi
fair minded and most important
has the facts at his command |
he agts,

This brings us to the challen ¢
I?ava Buxton, chairman of the el
tions board, that Mathers Al
dacy is not legal. This is pure |
Since when does an dp[)m’l
dent government official set him
up as God Almighty in .._.-}l
thwart democratic proces

If Mathers gets the votes he -
be the next editor. This is a (act

And Mathers should get the vo
because he is clearly the best
for the job.

—Mike Robinson




