
THE TUMBLEWEED

Editor Goes Ape?
An interview with Cindy Scott, Tumbleweed Editor

Tumbleweed: Cindy, I think our readers might want to know how the 
paper came to be. Who organized the effort and what was the impetus?

Cindy: The ASCC administration of last year, under Jack McLean, 
had made the paper a priority. About April of last year a group of us 
went to Jack to see if there was a possibility that we could start a 
paper. We found out that Jack had already circulated applications for 
editor. So that was the main thing: the ASCC had already attempted to 
start a newspaper. From there the ASCC selected the editor and the 
same core group that first went to Jack brainstormed about just what 
we wanted the paper to be. We had a couple of organizational meetings 
that were well-attended . . .  12 or 13 students. I think that the students 
who originally started coming to these meetings were people who had 
been at Carroll, and had felt a void because there was no newspaper. 
We were dissatisfied with a lot of things on campus, and felt that a 
newspaper could go a long way in, if not changing things, at least 
expressing dissatisfaction.

Tumbleweed: Wasn’t there a student newpaper started up a few 
years ago, and what made you feel the TUMBLEWEED would be any 
different?

Cindy: We felt that way because we had a definite goal in mind with 
this paper, which was to really ask some valid questions, instead of just 
reporting the news and making the newspaper a glorified Campus 
News.

Tumbleweed: What obstacles did you meet in trying to get the paper 
started?

Cindy: The first thing that we had to overcome was that none of us 
knew what we were doing. I’m sure a lot of people still think we don’t. 
None of us had ever had any experience in newspaper work, and 
certainly none of us had ever organized a paper. We didn’t know what 
was involved in funding and we didn’t know anything about the printing 
of it. We had no idea where the funding would come from. The way we 
overcame these things was by ignoring them. We figured that as long 
as we could generate enough enthusiasm and really be committed to 
the idea, those things would work out.

Another thing we had to deal with was that the attitude about a 
newspaper on campus was generally negative. Nobody took it 
seriously because there had been attempts to start a newspaper before 
and they’d always fallen flat. So we had to somehow convince people, 
particularly those that would be giving us funds, that the paper would 
be a credible thing. That worked out too.

Tumbleweed: You have received some less than flatterin comments 
about the name of the paper. Why did you choose to call it the 
TUMBLEWEED? What do you think of the name . . .  is there any 
significance to it?

Cindy: Well that’s a strange story. I had a dream one night that God 
came to me in the form of a burning tumbleweed . . . No, actually a 
friend and I were out driving one day and we were throwing around 
names, really heavy names like “Veritas” and all. But we knew we 
really didn’t want anything like that. Anyway, he suggested THE 
TUMBLEWEED off the top of his head and I liked it. I won’t say who it 
was, to protect him . . . but I really liked it.

I think there is some significance in the name because you don’t 
know how to take it. And to a large extent I think that’s what the 
reaction to the paper has been: people don’t know how to take it. So in a 
lot of ways the name if reflective of what the paper is.

Tumbleweed: What exactly did you and the staff want the paper to 
be or do, and has it been or done these things?

Cindy: Underlying everything that we’ve tried to do has been an 
attempt to somehow get students to question themselves; question 
their values and priorities; question why they’re at Carroll, if they’re 
getting their money’s worth; question themselves about the role they 
have in determining their own future, both here at Carroll and 
otherwise.

I also think we wanted to challenge certain things that have stood 
sacred at Carroll for a long time. To a large degree, I think we’ve done 
this, judging by the response the staff has gotten on certain articles and 
issues. Another basic thing we wanted to do was to have a way to 
communicate. There was no way for students to know what was going 
on in other students’ minds or for the administration and faculty to 
know what was going on in the students’ minds. When people heard 
that we wanted a way to communicate, they thought we meant the 
paper would just report news, but that wasn’t it - there is more to 
Carroll than just a dance or keggar, and we wanted to bring out the 
aspects of Carroll that people just don’t talk about.

Tumbleweed: What type of reception do you feel that the Carroll 
community has given the TUMBLEWEED?

Cindy: Initially, people were generally glad to see a newspaper. The 
response was positive, simply because people were starved for a 
newspaper. After the first few issues, people’s defenses started going 
up, and we started getting charged with negativism and that whole bit. 
Above and beyond all the complaints, though, the response has been 
positive. People did want to see a newspaper, and, with the exception of 
a few people, most on this campus recognize the value of the 
Tumbleweed. The attitude that is quite surprising to me is that a 
significant number of people on campus, students and faculty alike, 
consider the Tumbleweed to be “radical” . I personally do not feel that 
what we have done is radical. Innovative maybe, but not radical. If 
questioning an institution’s traditions and values radical, then we’re 
all in trouble.

Tumbleweed: Is there any one group or element on campus that you 
have received particular support and-or criticism from?

Cindy: There are two groups we’ve received complete and consistent 
support from. The first one is the ASCC. Last year’s administration 
made a newspaper one of their priorities and they’ve carried that 
through: 95 percent of our funding has come from the ASCC, and the 
ASCC Student Senate has established a $300 gratuity for the editor, to 
make that position more attractive. The support from the ASCC has 
been more than monetary, too. They’ve backed up the right of the 
newspaper to exist and to bring out certain issues without fear of 
censorship.

Another group which has given consistent support throughout the 
year has been the college administration, particularly Dr. Kerins and 
Dean Roberts. This is something that surprised me. There has never 
been any serious questions about censorship from the administration. 
Dr. Kerins indicated to me that he would like to see the newspaper 
autonomous, that he wanted the students themselves to determine 
what would go into the paper, and that he didn’t want the 
administration to have any say in the matter. I think maybe the 
administration trusts the students more than most students give them 
credit for.

Tumbleweed: What about criticism?
Cindy: The one element that has given us consistent criticism are 

people who have been associated with Carroll for a long time, including 
faculty, administration, and alumni. This is not to say everyone who 
has been here for a long time, by any means. They somehow see the 
paper as threatening the “Carroll tradition” , whatever that is. I’m not 
quite sure why this is exactly, because these people don’t object to any 
specific issues. What I think they object to is our right to say what we 
think. I’ve really gotten the impression that a lot of people feel that if 
The TUMBLEWEED is going to be the “negative force” which they 
see it as, then it should not exist. One common complaint was that the 
newspaper does not represent students’ views, that it’s just the same 
students who are chronic bitchers, and therefore the newspaper is 
somehow . . . invalid.

Tumbleweed: How do you respond to those charges?
Cindy: A lot of times I just consider the source of the complaints and 

let it go at that. I don’t believe that we’ve ever pretended to represent 
all the students. What we have tried to do is to honestly present our own 
opinions and in that way, hopefully, to generate discussion on what we 
feel is important.

Tumbleweed: How do you respond to the charges of negativism?
Cindy: Usually I don’t. I see many, many people who refuse to 

acknowledge the fact that Carroll has changed and is changing, and 
that the students who are here now are the agents of that change. These 
people, I think, are the ones who are concerned about “negativism.” 
The attitude that I find particularly frustrating is one that was 
expressed to me last semester; that Carroll students are “happy, 
smiling, contented, and deeply religious.” That makes us sound like a 
herd of cattle out to pasture. Perhaps that attitude is not prevalent, but 
I think it is important that students realize that oftentimes we are not 
taken seriously, that certain individuals are blind to the things that 
legitimately concern us. That attitude must change - and students are 
the ones that can do it.

tumbleweed: do  you teet tnat tne paper nas done anytmng to 
substantially change the Carroll Community?

Cindy: I would certainly like to think so. If nothing else, it has 
provided comic relief every two weeks. Seriously, though, it has to 
some extent served as a forum for discussion. Particularly this last 
semester I’ve seen serious discussion about certain issues we’ve 
raised. In some circles I’ve also seen students becoming more 
self-assertive - whether or not that is partially attributable to the 
TUMBLEWEED, I don’t know. One other thing which I hope has 
happened is that we’ve learned to laugh at ourselves a little bit. 
Granted, ours has not been the highest form of humor, but oftentimes I 
think if we could add a bit of levity to any situation, we’d get some 
perspective and real change could be possible.

Tumbleweed: What have been some of the major issues that the 
TUMBLEWEED has dealt with this year and which of these issues 
have aroused the most discussion?

Cindy: We started off with “Captain Crusty” and a lot of people 
automatically branded us as an anti-athletic.newspaper. Athletics has 
been an emotional issue, especially with the recent athletic forum. I 
can’t deny that we have challenged athletics as a sacred institution.

We’ve dealt several times with co-ed dorms and living situations on 
campus. Again, underlying everything has been a questioning of 
values and priorities. Also, the role of students in determining their
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*1 D o l la r  B ill

(CPS) - The United States 
Treasury has found a partial 
solution to the problems of 
inflation by raising the denomi
nations of bills that will be 
circulating in Americans’ pock
ets and wallets this year. Starting 
in a few weeks, the $2 bill will 
make a comeback and if it’s as 
popular as officials think it will 
be, the $1 bill may become 
obsolete.
The government is considering 

replacing the $1 bill with $1 coin, 
bigger than a quarter but smaller 
than a half-dollar. The $1 bill has 
already lost 40 cents of its former 
value iust since 1966.

C a n c e r  R e s e a r c h

C h a lle n g e s

(CPS) - A Nobel laureate in 
cancer research said recently he 
is “ shocked” by the lack of 
government action to curb cig
arette smoking.
Dr. Renato Dulbecco, a 1976 

Nobel Prize winner, told a senate 
hearing that he questioned the 
governm ent’s credibility as a 
promoter of health and fitness, 
because of its lack of action in 
reducing cigarette smoking. Dul
becco said that lung cancer is a 
prime example of a preventable 
cancer, caused by a clearly 
identified and unessential agent - 
cigarette smoking.
Senators Edward Kennedy (D- 

Mass) and Gary Hart (D-Colo) 
have proposed a four-year, $9.3 
billion tax in cigarettes to pay for 
increased research on cancer and 
heart and lung diseases.
However, Kentucky legislators 

have complained that such mea
sures would destroy the tobacco 
industry.

Red Cross. 
The G ood  
Neighbor.

MEN— WOMEN

We’ll pay you 
to learn a 

skill,
and send you 

to Europe.
Would you like to see 

more of the world than your 
own home town? Meet new 
people? Make new friends? 
Do some traveling? You 
can in the Army.

If you qualify, we’ll train 
you in the job of your 
choice, and put you to work 
in Europe. Once you get 
there, you'll earn a mini
mum of $361 a month, be
fore deductions. Plus you’ll 
get free housing, meals, 
medical and dental care, 
and many other benefits.

And while you’re there, 
if you’d like to continue 
your education, or learn a 
foreign language, we’ll pay 
up to 7 5 %  of the tuition.

Call Army 
Opportunities

442-4750

Join the people 
who’ve joined the Army.
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