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T H I S T L E S . . .
If you wanted to ensure that college students did not get excited 

enough to want to take control of their own lives, how would you go 
about it? If you wanted to allow a tightknit group of administrators to 
set policy, unfettered by student demands, what would you do? If you 
wanted to deaden students’ minds to the realities of their own 
responsibilities in a community, what steps would you take? Listed 
below are some sure-fire methods guaranteed to quash student 
agitation, so that the process of education may take place.
( 1 ) Keep students so busy with “school work” that they have no time 

for anything else.
(2? Discourage real thinking or innovation in the classroom. A passive 

learner poses no threats.
(3) F'oster a highly competitive academic climate. The sense of 

mistrust and alienation it engenders among students is conducive to 
real learning.
(4) Make issue out of trivial student demands. You will not only mire 

students down in .haggling over meaningless matters, you will 
discourage any thought of their seeking involvement in more 
significant issues.

( 5 ) Discourage conflict. The sign of a healthy college campus is a lack 
of discordance.

(6) Formulate policy to prevent thé possibility of potentially 
controversial or difficult situations arising. Everyone is better off if 
students are not forced to deal with such difficult matters as 
interpersonal relationships.
(7) Encourage student participation in time-consuming, meaningless 

activities. Symbolic representation on highly-visible (yet do-nothing) 
bodies helps solve demands for input into such issue-areas as faculty 
tenure.
(8) Above all, don’t allow students a large degree of responsibility. 

After all, they are just students... and besides, they might learn to like 
it and then there would be no stopping them.

hob McCa r t h y , m e m b e r , e d it o r ia l  board

Klee
Tuesday. October 28, 5:00 p.m., Liturgy Committee Meeting and 

Dinner, Small Dining Room.
Wednesday, October 29 10:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., Exhibition and Sale of 

Original Graphic Art, O'Connell Foyer.
Friday. October 31, 9:oo to 12:00 p.m. ASCC Dance, Multipurpose

Room.'
Friday. October 31. Last day to change an Incomplete from Spring, 

1975 or Summer, 1975.
Saturday, November 1 8:30-12:00 noon, SAT Test, 107 O’Connell. 
Monday. November 3,-9:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., Marine Recruiting, In 
rout of bookstore.
Wednesday, Thursday, Friday, November 5,6,7,8:00 a.m. -5:00p.m., 

( I’A Exam. Multipurpose Room
Thursday. November 6, 9:15 p.m., ASCC Meeting, 101 O’Connell. 
Tuesday, November 11, 7:00 p.m., Walsh Lecture-Albert Fritsch, 

Lower Commons. . •
Fridav, November 14. Last dav to withdraw from a fair semester
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Dear Editor:
Concerning an article that was 

published in the October 14th 
issue of the Tumbleweed entitled 
“Woman Drivers” , That article 
is a not so uncommon example of 
the way people draw conclusions 
from a survey or for that matter 
the way survey’s are taken. The 
only real conclusion that should 
be drawn from the survey was 
that of the males asked, 52.4 
percent admitted to having a 
traffic violation and of the 
females 15.8 percent admitted to 
having traffic violations. The 
reason I say “admitted” is that 
the survey was hardly conducted 
in a confidential manner, espec
ially with a line of people waiting 
behind you to eat. This is only one 
of the failures of this survey. 
Another fault with this type of 

survey is the number involved. 
Again decide who is to be 
surveyed, the first thought the 
line or every 2nd person of each 
sex. Then you decide on the exact 
number, a controlled group if you 
will. Each controlled group must 
contain the same number e.g. 100 
males and 100 females. The 
survey that was taken contained 
the response of 351 males and 297 
females, a differance of 54 more 
males questioned. We could 
change the conclusion of this 
survey considerably if we limit 
the number of males answers to 
297. By doing this we could 
change 52.4 percent to the one 
extreme of 43.04 percent if we say 
that the last 54 all had violations 
or to the other extreme of 61.3 
percent if we say that the 54 were 
without violations.
There are just too many 

variables involved, such as how, 
when, why, where, how long have 
you had a license, how much time 
do you drive, to get accurate 
conclusions from just one ques
tion. one other major question 
should have been asked: Do you 
have a driver’s license?

TIM FOIX

Dear Editor:
There is a long standing custom 

at Carroll College which seems to 
serve little purpose other than in 
“keeping with tradition” . That 
custom is that Carroll College, 
unlike the vast majority of 
colleges in the nation, still 
requires a senior to write a thesis 
to qualify for graduation honors. 
In the past, this requirement 

helped to insure the integrity of a 
school with high academic stan
dards. It was said a student 
might strive to achieve a high 
grade point average, but that this 
was “not enough” at an institu
tion of that caliber. You had to go 
one step further in proving your 
mastery of a certain major area, 
and write a thesis dealing with an 
even more specialized area of 
your chosen field of study.
But does writing a thesis really 

prove one student any more 
qualified for honors than a 
student who does not write a 
thesis? Most colleges across the 
nation have decided it does not, 
and have dropped this require
ment for graduating with honors, 
but most at Carroll College feel 
that it does, and they are making 
some hasty assumptions when 
they reach that conclusion.
They are assuming that the 

“ winning honors thesis” (one 
which eventually entitles the 
student to graduate with honors)

is of such a quality that it 
“proved” the student capable in 
his chosen area. If you look at the 
quality of Honors Theses at 
Carroll College, you would see 
that this is not always the case. 
The attrition rate of students 
completing honors theses who do 
not qualify for honors is far too 
low to suggest this as any means 
of “ screening” honors candi
dates. Most students write a 
thesis with the idea in mind of 
graduating with honors, regard
less of the quality of thesis, and 
most students do graduate with 
honors if they make any effort at 
all in writing a thesis. The quality 
of honors theses at Carroll 
College does not suggest that 
their authors “distinquish” them
selves as being capable in their 
chosen field.
They are also tacitly assuming a 

student who does not .write a 
thesis is not capable of writing 
one. The attitude, “He would 
write a thesis if he could,” or 
“anyone writes a thesis who can” 
is fallacious, as this is not the 
case. Many students simply do 
not relish the idea of spending 
weeks on a paper four people 
might have a chance to review, 
especially when they consider the 
alternatives (taking another 
course, enjoying their senior 
year). I believe few students 
would write a thesis if it were not 
the sole means of graduating with 
honors.
You might ask yourself also why 

this is the sole requirement for 
graduation honors once you 
achieve a 3.00 grade point 
average. Doesn’t the character of 
a person matter at all? How was 
it determined that writing talent 
should be the only criterion for 
honors?
If you are in the custom of 

making assumptions, you might 
also assume that a progressive, 
liberal-arts college such as ours 
would do away with archaic 
traditions such as this ; but again, 
this is not the case.
It is time we review the old 

tradition of Carroll College and 
see if it deserves to live much 
longer. I would suggest it should 
die with the other traditions 
which no longer serve any useful 
purpose on our campus.

JOHN HERRICK

To the Editor:
It was bound to happen. And 

every good idea has one bounding 
right after it. What I’m referring 
to is the “fly-by-night” letter in 
last issue’s newspaper concern
ing the Carroll College literary 
magazine. More good ideas are 
raped by this kind of thinking 
than anything else. The writer of 
the letter seems to feel that 
intellectually and economically, 
the magazine will fail. That is 
really pretty grim thinking. It 
hasn’t had a chance to get off the 
ground and already there’s 
someone out there that wants it 
buried.
The literary magazine is one of 

the few places thats considered 
“anybody’s turf.” Anybody can 
contribute. It is the only place 
where someone can hang an idea 
and then move on it. Why deny 
people the right to have a chance 
to be able to publish something? 
There’s a lot of talent out here, 
just ask the English “brass.” And 
by cutting the magazine off, 
you’ve left Carroll with no
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publication that is theoretically 
the best of the literary minds out 
here.
I don’t want to spew the usual 

crap trying to change people’s 
minds. Maybe U. of M. and 
M.S.U. dropped the ball some
where along the way. They’re 
both a lot bigger and it seems 
apathy increases geometrically 
with the size of the populace. I 
don’t think Carroll is lying on the 
heaps just yet.
And lastly the eternal problem 

of money. Yes, it could fail, 
realistically. But the magazine 
fails a lot quicker with shot-in- 
the-dark letters telling people the 
“evil” in it. I think we can afford 
the risk. After all, isn’t that the 
reason we grow up? To try and 
afford the risk.

K. DOYLE
To the editor:
I am writing in reference to the 

article in the last issue of the 
tumbleweed entitled “ Higher 
Enrollment is OK”. That article 
defended the administration for 
admitting so many students this 
year, primarily on the basis that 
it would have been unfair to deny 
them a chance to attend Carroll.
I wonder just how generous we 

really are being by holding our 
doors open to all who apply, when 
in fact we can’t deliver what we 
advertise. These students were 
applying to a small liberal arts 
college, where individualized 
instruction is prized. That is not 
what they have received by being 
accepted to Carroll.
We can pat ourselves on the 

back forever for not turning 
students away. The fact remains, 
though, that the higher enroll
ment has caused problems. Many 
classes are terribly overcrowded, 
and the quality of education 
suffers. The dormitories are 
filled to the brim. . .and then 
some. Cut-throat competition in 
the highly competitive academic 
areas is intense. All of these 
things contribute to a decline in 
the quality of student life. It is 
significant—-that, as of last week 
62 students had withdrawn from 
Carroll.
I don’t believe that the current 

situation came about simply 
because the admissions office 
was just too soft-hearted to turn 
away prospective students. 
Those admissions decisions were 
primarily financial decisions. We 
had better change our priorities if 
we expect to live up to our stated 
goals. Such change will not come 
about by making excuses for our 
behavior, but by seeing it for 
what it is, and by dedicating 
ourselves to making student 
welfare our top concern.

bob McCa rth y
Dear Editor:
Well, it’s too bad we had such 

lousy weather for our Home
coming. Fortunately it didn’t 
alter things too badly. . .the 
homecoming parade still took 
place, handy fans still showed up 
for the game, Carroll’s football 
team won and Michelle and the 
guys showed up to cheer. Wait a 
minute. Where were Dari Ann, 
Rhonda and Anne? They were 
always there when the sun was 
out!! Maybe they didn’t want the 
rain to ruin their hair-dos for the 
dance-for I noticed two of them 
didn’t let the weather stop them 
from going. The other one chose 
that weekend to go home.

I always thought cheerleaders 
were supposed to add to school- 
spirit-not detract from it! Maybe 
from now on we just ought to buy 
the guy cheerleaders outfits. 
They always seemed to do all the 
cheering anyw ay-despite the 
weather.

Sincerely yours in school spirit 
and mud puddles.

THE DUCK


