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ATTENTION!
Artists & Anyone

w/evenanounceofcreativity.
ThePhonathonCommittee is looking

for a design for this year's
PhonathonT-Shirt

Possible Awards&HonorsAwait
if your design is chosen!

Call StevenLilly
- 896-0904

TomKoonce -6582
Bailey Foster -6063

orErichRosenbach -6098
for more details

TeddyKennedyhimselfissuppos-
edly testifying. Wecan't waitfor
that! Hey,whilehe'sup thereask
him how he plans to fund the
Unemployment Compensation
Act He'11probablytellyoutotack
iton thedeficit. Youwantscandal...that's scandal.

Youwantfinger-pointingand
demagogicblame totakeaway the
stingofenjoyingA CurrentAffair
so much, at least make yourself
useful. Direct your blame at the
real problems this country faces.
And when youblame people,as
yousurelywill,blamethemfornot
providing a means of securing
adequatehousingfor themillions
ofAmericanswhocannotafford it.
Orblamethemfor thefiftyorsixty
percentofhigh-schoolseniorswho
graduatesemi-literateandnotgood
for anything. Or,better yet,don't
evenbother toblame; identify the
problem and attempt a construc-
tive solution. Moral failings are
indicativeofourhumanity andare
thus excusable; failure to act
humanely transcends immorality
andcannotbeexcused.

And here's where this little
tiradefitsintoyourmiserablelives.
Apparentlycertain tidbits ofcam-
pus life revolving around Patter-
son Courthave offended various
membersofthecommunity.While
wecertainly donot advocate be-
grudging therightsof theindivid-
ual (even theinfantile andgutless
ones whourgeusall torotinhell,
but don't bother to give us the
satisfactionofknowingwhocursed
us tosuchaninsensitive fate),we
can expectmore of certain indi-
viduals.

Sexism andbigotry isclearly
inexcusableandinhumane. Pass-
ingoff obviously prejudicedand
ridiculous antics asnon-offensive
inoriginbecauseofa"humorous"
motivation is clearly no defense.
Viewingand presentingany hu-
man asintrinsically "lower" than
another human is wrong. While
we can acknowledge an individ-
ual's righttoexpressanyposition
they hold,we neednotrespect or
excuse theidiotic.

So,scrawlersofswastikasand
creatorsof sexkittens feel free to
dabble in theoffensive;it isyour
inalienableright. But don't deny
society the opportunity to prove
thatitcanstillrespecthumanityby
denouncing your acts of artistic
aggression.

placedonhim for nonpaymentof
taxestotalingthreethousandbucks.
Where was the outrage? Which
allegationdoyouremember more
vividly? It isdifficult toimagine'
the Three Bigs (Geraldo, Sally
JessieandOprah (sorryPhil)) de-
tailingJustice Thomas' tax prob-
lems with as much relish as the
AnitaHillstoryandall theassoci-
ated tidilations.

Yet, throughitall,everysingle
pontificating individualwhoman-
agedtosqueezeinfrontofacam-
era,or typeoutalineofprint was
denouncing the "process," pre-
sumably because it was so dis-
tasteful. Ifreverse-discrimination
isDavidDuke'scodewordfor the
nostalgiaforgood"old-fashioned"
discrimination,then,quite possi-
bly,the"process"thatcriticswere
decryingentaileditsseaminess far
morethanitsperceivedunfairness
toeither party.
Literally for years, the hints,

suspicions,andoutrightrevelations
about the S&L crises floundered
on theeconomic pageswherebad
(read: "boring")news goes todie.
But let the President's son be
implicated, and suddenly the
movement has a "Poster Boy."
Nevermind that deregulation de-
signedby theWhiteHouse, smil-
ingly assented by the Congress,
and gleefully implemented by
inexperiencedandonlyoccasion-
ally crooked bankers was more
probably thecause.Shouldasmok-
inggunandanopenmouth reveal,
in the words of Charles Keating,
that,hell yeshebought influence,
then suddenly the Congressgets
theirsas well.

Weare saddenedthatourrep-
resentatives felt atliberty towrite
themselves small (and not-so-
small) interest free loans in the
form ofchecks. But weareout-
ragedthatyou, theAmerican tax-
payer,wouldforsolongignorethe
three trillion dollar loan,hardly
interestfree,that thebumsfelt free
to writeinallofour names "with
the full faithandcrcdilof theUnited
StatesofAmerica."

Whodo youthink isgoing to
pay thatbill? NotRonaldReagan
andTomFoley. They'll be dead.
There's just us, the surviving
American taxpayers,whose real
household wages just topped the
1973 mark. Think about that as
youturnpast theeconomicpage to
checkonthecolorof thatbra.Hey,

Birkenstock
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...Europeans tend topooh-pooh
an Americanpreoccupation with
ethics in general,and an elected
official's failure topossessanyin
particular. Rather condescend-
ingly, themore "sophisticated"of
ourEuropeanallies think that we
presentaninterestingandamusing
exampleofJudeo-Christianhypoc-
risyatwork. Perhapswemightbe
grateful not to be so worldly.
Blessedly freeofsuch inhibitions,
in England it was rumored that
normally liberal publishersin the
scandal sheet trade secretly sup-
portedJohnMajor forPrimeMin-
isterprecisely because theycould
envision headlines like "Major
Cock Up," or "Major Screws
Again."

WhereItaliangovernmentsfall
faster than autumn leaves, what
seems an astonishing breach of
trustbyPresidentNixonismerely
acurios foible to thelikesofEdith
"Gaffe" Cr6sson,France'sformer
foreignminister. Imagine Jeanne
Kirkpatrick declaring thatall Ca-
nadianmenweregay(tell thatone
to Janet Jones,WayneGretzky's
wife),butAmericanmenwerenot.
In the first place, scandals past
wouldimmediately invalidate the
claim (Q:Why won't theLibrary
ofCongresslet Senatorscheck out
any more books? A: They kept
bending over the pages (Dah-
Dump-Dump)). But there isalso
the feeling that to make such a
spuriousclaimwouldbesomehow
disingenuous and lacking inhu-
mility.Infairnesswereitrevealed
thatMs.Kirkpatrick hadsomeper-
sonal interest in that respect, no
amount of attention would be
sparedinaneffort tobring topublic
viewall therelevant "facts."
Hence,theanguishwithwhich

Americans (in general) balance
their tastefor theluridandthebold
with analmost apologetic unease
that seeks toexpiate theguilt they
feel.WouldClarenceThomashave
receivedsomuch attention hadit
been startlingly exposed that a
limitedpartnership with whichhe
was involved had committedpo-
tentially criminal taxcode viola-
tions? Infact,aPostrevealedon
NightlinethesamedayastheAnita
Hill scandal began to break that
Thomas had two separate liens

Honor
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sidefiveexperiencedmembers.As
their forerunners haddone, these
veterancouncilmembersserveas
examples for the newcomers.
Freshmen quickly learn how the
council ismeant tooperate: what
kindof questions areappropriate
andwhatkindsarenot,andwhich
mindsetsshouldbemaintainedand
whicharebestavoided. Inasimi-
larvein,lessons learned frompast
cases, which can be crucial to a
councilmember'sdecision,canbe
carried by a member to provide
new insight intofuture cases.

Random jury selection would
eliminateanycontributionknowl-
edge and experience from prior
cases could provide. Each case
comingbefore the council would
bedecidedbyagroup ofstudents
withlittle,ifany,experiencewith
procedure and precedent. The
properrole ofa councilperson in
the proceedings, proper lines of
question-infact,virtuallyevery
aspectof thehearing- wouldbe
new to each juror. Time better
spent in debate and deliberation
wouldbetiedupinexplanationsof
whatis"normally done"andwhy.
And in the end,solemndecisions
ofsuspensionorcviction wouldbe
made by students who, while
competent in decision-making
skills,maylack sufficient experi-
encetohanddownsuchimportant
verdicts.Personally,ifmyguilt or
innocencewason theline,Iwould
wantasmuchexpertiseontheother
sideof the tableaspossible.
Thenewproposal wouldalso

radically redefine the role of the
Honor CouncilChairman. Under
the currentsystem,theChairman's
voteisoneofsixonapanelandis
no more or less important than
thoseof theother fivejurors.Ifear
that, under the random selection
proposal,theindependenceofthese
remaining five voteswould beat
risk. Since the Chairman would
most likely be the only voting
councilmember whohad served
onapreviouscase, thepossibility
thatajuror would feelpressure to

follow theChairman's leadwould
increase. This is not to say that
Davidson students are wishy-
washyor incapableofmakingup
their own minds. However, the
fact remains thatpeople inunfa-
miliar situationsoftentend tolook
to those withexperiencefor guid-
ance. In the contextofanHonor
Council trial, this could be ex-
tremelydangerous.

AsIsaidbefore,Ican under-
standhow thisproposalmayseem
to be more "democratic" in the
sense that it may more closely
represent the perspectives of a
diversestudentbody.Thesystem
isalreadydemocratic. Eachyear,
students have the right to elect
three of their peers to represent
them on the council. The people
on theballot are not goose-step-
pingpawns hand-picked by the
collegeadministration;theyareby
contrast, your friends, your hall-
mates,yourfraternitybrothersand
fellow eating house members.
Moreover,theyarepeoplewho,by
placing their nameson theballot,
have made apublic commitment
of their willingness toinvest time,
energy, and talent in the Honor
System. Students vote for the
individuals theyfeel are themost
qualified and worthyfor the task.
In short, random jury selection
would deny students the right to
choose thosepeople whowillbe
willing and able to be the best,
most dedicatedcouncilmembers.
Seen in thislight,it seems that the
current system may be more
"democratic" thanrandom selec-
tion.
The Honor System is

Davidson's most treasured tradi-
tion,and thesenseof community
and trust it engenders makes
Davidsonuniqueinhighereduca-
tion. NotonlyamIconfident that
random juryselectionwouldbe to
thestudent'sdetriment,Ialsofear
that the modification wouldper-
manently alter the character and
appealofDavidsonCollege. For
these reasons,Istrongly urge the
studentbody toreject therandom
juryselectionproposal.
PeterBynum,
Former Chairman of the Honor
Council
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our problems to just disappearif
weall sitaround and think about
rainbows. It just seems we can
find other ways towork together,
rather thanlettingtensionandani-
mosity get thebest ofus. We've
gottoomuchtogivetotheworldto
be sonegativeall thetime. Ideal-
istic? Maybe. But,really,what's
sowrongwithlookingfor thebright
side?Whydoesconstructivecriti-
cismhaveto benegative?
Finally,Imust close by ad-

dressingMsPlayerandMsHollo-
man. Do you two know Tom
Koonce? Asapersonal friendof
Tom's,I,along withmanyothers,
felt extremely offended,hurt,and
outraged upon reading your cal-
lous comments.

Maybeyoutwojusthadabad
day or something;Idon't know.

allowedtomakeaneducateddeci-
sion. Withoutacampus wideref-
erendum we willnever knowex-
actly how the issue stands; thus
responsibility lies withtheleaders
of the eatinghouses, fraternities,
independents, and freshmen. A
closedballotshouldbedemanded
to deter thepeer pressure which
waspreviouslyinvolved.

DavidsonCollegewasfounded
on,and should continue to exer-
cise the Christian values estab-
lishedin1837.Itwouldbcashamc
tosee the standards thathavebeen
upheldforsomany yearseataway
atthemoral fiber of theDavidson
College community. Davidson
College has heard from the few
who support this radical move-
ment,now let'shear from every-
oneelse.
Sincerely,
LucyHerriou,'93
KellyPerry, '94

Your cruel comments werecom-
pletely unnecessaryand unfair. I
suggestyougomeettheguy,andI
think you'll understand.
Sincerely,
MatthewD.Bumstead '93

Herriott
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fee paid with each student's tui-
tion.) Where should our money
go?

OneDavidsonstudentsays,"I
was under the impression that I
wasonlysigningasanadvocateof
their [homosexual] civil rights. I
didn'tknow thatIwas signingin
supportofan organizationon this
campus ... Idon't know what's
goingon." Behind thisvoice there
may be many others who are
equally misinformed about this
moral issue. Students need tobe
made aware of all the facts and
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