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THISTLES .
It has just been proven on 

Carroll’s campus that the 
majority of students are not 
responsible enough to make 
decisions governing their 
own lives. Thursday night, 
at 6:00, there was an all
student meeting in the Up
per Commons. A.S.C.C. 
President Bemie McCarthy 
asked the studen ts  to 
“ please" be responsible 
enough not to throw food 
while the discussion was go
ing on. We were then to go 
on to a more important is
sue — one of deciding 
whether we wanted to take 
responsibility for our own 
liv es , p a r t i c u l a r l y  in 
response to the question of 
who should decide visita
tion hours. Who should 
have that power?

Bemie proposed signing a 
petition to be taken to the 
Board of Trustees, asking 
them to “give” the power 
to the Dean of Student’s Of- 
f i ce .  Rob B l o tk a m p  
proposed that students 
should have the right to 
make that decision on their 
own. He said that we are 
old enough, and shouldn’t 
h a v e  to be b a b y s a t  
anymore. He proposed a 
sit-in at 11:00 that night in 
Guad Hall .  Af te r  he 
finished speaking, he was 
met with thunderous ap
plause, but the emotion 
soon died down. Other dis
cussion was held, but the 
vote showed that what the 
students really  want is 
someone to set rules for 
them. They want someone 
to provide their meals, 
their rooms, what they 
should learn, who they 
should visit, and how long 
they should stay.

To this observer, it seems 
that what you students real
ly want is someone to wipe 
your butts for you. And 
then you complain when 
they rub too hard. True, 
you may not agree with the

• •
strategy of a sit-in, but that 
wasn’t even the issue. The 
issue was “ Are you grown
up enough to make a deci
sion for yourself, even con
cerning a question as basic 
as how long you can visit 
with a member of the op- 

’ pos i te  sex in h is -her  
room?” The majority of 
the students decided they 
weren’t. A replacement of 
Mom and Dad is needed.

I was really disappointed 
with some of the members 
of the A.S.S.C. One implied 
that it really was just too 
much to ask a person to 
take care of a situation 
where he-she might have to 
confront their roommate 
and say they wanted to go to 
bed early. The questions a 
student might ask him- 
herself are...“What if my 
roommate doesn’t respect 
me? What if I want to stay 
up and visit with Joe, but 
my r o o m m a t e ,  Mary,  
wants to go to bed at 9:00?”

These members of the 
A.S.C.C. implied that stu
dents aren’t capable of 
handling these questions, 
and that they shouldn’t have 
to deal with them. Mom 
and Dad will tell us what to 
do.

What do you want? An 
ideal situation provided for 
you so you don’t have to 
deal with confrontation? 
Should a rule take care of 
everything so you won’t 
have any hassles? Well, 
maybe you’re creating that 
k ind of s i t u a t i o n  for  
yourself. But I feel really 
sorry for you. You’ve just 
given up probably the most 
important process of learn
ing here — that of making 
decisions on your own and 
taking responsibility for 
them.

I used to think students 
were just apathetic here at 
Carroll. I was wrong. Most 
of them are just immature.

— Bette Wingenbach

THE TUMBLEWEED
Last Minute Worrier - Bette Wingenbach
Second to the Last Minute Worrier - Mark Sevier

Designers - Leanne Rousseau & Jim Lubek
Imaginative Creator - Rob Blotkamp
Contributing Talent - Joe Sherman, Jeanette Hortick

T r i p p l e  O

' Photographers  -Lori Rasmussen

The Tumbleweed is available to your eager eyes every j 
other Tuesday, this being one of the others. We DO take a I 
break at Christmas, though, just like the rest of you. The ] 
opinions you read come from a variety of sources. We don’t I 
necessarily agree with everything, but we support your right 
'or expression.

Written contributions to this paper must include the name 
of the contributor, but will be withheld upon request.

The editorial policy of the Tumbleweed is governed by a 
five member editorial board consisting of Bette Wingen
bach, Mark Sevier, Paul Richards, Henry Burgess, and 
Cindy Scott.

Our paper is printed by the Independent Record. 1

Dear Editor :
To A n y o n e  Who Is  
Concerned :

I have been appointed to 
develop an independent 
Faculty and Course Evalua
tion Program. This ap
pointment was partially due 
to the fact that no one else 
was interested enough to 
apply. I hope that when you 
read what I have to say, 
your disinterest will disap
pear.

At this time there is no 
student operated faculty 
and course evaluation 
program at Carroll. There 
a re  provisions for in
terdepartm ental student 
evaluations of faculty, but 
the results are available to 
only the teacher and the 
depar tmen t  head.  The 
results are then placed in 
the teacher’s file, to be used 
when the rank and tenure 
comes up.

I would like ideas from 
students as to what kind of 
evaluations they would like 
to see, what questions 
should be asked, when the 
evaluation should be ad
ministered and what other 
ideas you may have on such 
a program.

Once this evaluation is 
complete, the results will 
be published so that you can 
see how other students view 
a spec i f ic  t e a c h e r  or 
course. This will aid you in 
determining what courses 
you do or do not wish to

take. I would also like to 
see the evaluations placed 
in the teacher’s file so that 
we have some say when 
that person comes up for 
rank and tenure. Right now 
there is no student on the 
rank and tenure committee.

My c a m p u s  m a lb o x  
number is 875, my address 
is 608 Ewing, and my phone 
number is 442-2683. I also 
work at the switchboard in 
O’Connell Hall from five 
until seven in the evening, if 
you would like to discuus 
this issue. I believe that 
students should know what 
they are getting into before 
they take a par ticular 
course. I hope that you feel 
the same way and are will
ing to devote a little thought 
and action to making our 
evaluation program a suc
cess.

Tana Meeds

Dear Editor:
Last year there was some 

serious discussion of stu
dent rights on the Carroll 
College campus.  One 
reporter for this paper was 
g r e a t l y  inf luenced  by 
Farber’s book, The Student 
As Nigger. His columns 
often reflected  this in
fluence. Consequently, 
Farber’s book was often the 
topic of late night conversa
tion. The following is what 
I consider to be Farber’s 
thesis statement: “School

is where you let the dying 
society put its trip on you. 
Our schools may seem 
useful: to make children
into doctors, sociologists, 
engineers — to discover 
t h in g s .  But  t h e y ’re  
poisonous as well. They ex
ploit and enslave students; 
they petrify society; they 
make democracy unlikely. 
And it’s not what you’re 
taught that does the harm 
but how you’re taught. Our 
schools te ac h  you by 
pushing you around, by 
stealing your will and your 
sense of power, by making 
timid, apathetic slaves of 
you — authority addicts.”

Until now that sounded 
like a very unrealistic 
e v a l u a t i o n  of t h e  
educational system, given 
my own pe r sona l  ex 
perience. Until Thursday 
night I hadn’t even serious
ly considered it a pos
sibility. I may have to 
rethink my opinion.

Thursday evening the stu
dents of this college were 
given the opportunity to 
vote for one of 2 proposals 
that dealt with the proper 
location for the power over 
campus visitation rules. 
The choice was simple. 
Should we endeavor to vest 
that power in the hands of 
the Dean of Students and 
his staff or should we con- 
c e n t r a t e  o u r  e f f o r t s  
towards the acquisition of 
that control for ourselves?

To the disappointment of 
the few, the majority voted 
to seek to place that power 
in the hands of the Dean of 
Students.

Students at Carroll were 
given the opportunity to ex
pand their freedom, to be 
responsible to themselves. 
The majority succeeded 
only in proving that they 
are not even desirous of 
that freedom. Perhaps 
Farber would excuse them 
for failing to grasp this im
portant opportunity on the 
grounds that they have been 
conditioned and are in
capable of breaking from 
that conditioning. I, for 
one, have higher expecta
tions for human beings and 
cannot be so apologetic.

D an M c C a r t h y

Dear Editor:
(This is a portion of a letter 
sent to Russ Ritter.-Ed.)

...I thought you had a 
¡great idea on the planting 
of those trees on Carroll 
mountain. I’d be glad to 
contribute $50.00 for some 
aspens. What do you think? 
It would do something for 
that mountain, especially in 
the fall.

Regards,
Bill Boodell 
522 Ogden Lane 
Alamo Heights 

j San Antonio. Texas 78209

O'Cohen, O'Schwartz, O'Levine report
Well the elections are 

finally over, and ho-hum, 
Our Third Century begins 
with Billy Carter pumping 
g as  an d  i n f l u e n c i n g  
Pres iden t ia l  decisions,  
Sister Ruth faith healing old 
Republican wounds, and 
Gerald Ford finally admit
ting that he has always 
loved Richard Nixon. The 
people of America can look 
forward to Hugh Hefner 
replacing Henry Kissinger, 
Billy Car te r  as Pres s  
Secretary, George Wallace 
as U.S. Civil Rights Com
missioner, Lester Maddox 1 
as Ambassador to Angola, 
Allan Howe as Presidential 
appointments secretary, 
and Elizabeth Ray as the 
“ secre t ary . ” But aside 
from all of this thrilling ac
tivity and unnoticed by ma
jor networks, the Triple O 
investigations have un
earthed several strange 
write-in campaigns in this 
elections.

-The Short Ballot  
P a r t y :  Bernie 
McCarthy, as the 
Presidential can
d id a te ,  urged 
t h a t  v o t i n g  
m a c h i n e s  be

lowered in height 
to allow short 
people to reach 
the top levers. 

-The Library  
P a r t y :  F o r
P r e s . ,  F r a n k  
Kerins, for V.P., 
Russ Ritter. This 
party has no plat
form, no princi
p l e s ,  i t  j u s t  
wants pledges. 
I t s  c a m p a i g n  
slogan, “ Later 
on t h a t ,  th e  
Library first!” 

-The College Plann
ing Party : Run
ning alone on 
this ticket Wm. 
“Bart” 
Bartholome, 
who bel i eves  
that the govern- 
m e n t  w h ich  
m e e t s  m o s t  
governs best.  
His campaign 
promise is “ two 
memos in every 
basket,  and a 
meeting every 
Thursday.” 

-T he  A c a d e m i c  
Freedom Party: 
For Pres. Leo 
Wa lchuk ,  for

V.P. (the can
didate was not 
announced since 
he was not al
l o w e d  on 
ca m p u s ) .  The 
party platform 
su p p o r t s  f r ee  
speech except in 
th e  fo llowing 
places ;  a col
lege, airplanes, 
m en’s room at 
the Helena Bus 
Depot, Vigilante 
Stadium, and on 
f i r e  e s c a p e s .  
P a r t y  s logan,  
“ When f r e e  
speech is out
lawed, only out
laws will have 
free speech!”

-The Sexual Freedom 
P a r t y :  F o r
P res . ,  O. Lee 
Hightower, for 
V.P., the Board 
of Trustees. The 
par ty platform I 
h a s  a s i n g l e  
plank, "some of 
the people can 
have sex all of 
the time, and all 
of the people can 
have sex some of 
the time, but you

people aren’t go
ing to have sex 
any time.” Cam
paign s logan,  
“Sex is a Four- 
Letter Word.” 

-The Food and Drug 
P a r t y :  F o r
P r e s . ,  Don 
Guiberson, for 
V.P., Euell Gib
bons. The cam
paign war chest 
for this par ty  
c a m e  f r o m  
S.A.G.A. (Soviet 
Attempts to Gag 
Amer ica ) ,  but 
strong support 
also came from 
th e  H e l e n a  
Animal Shelter— 
is this a conflict 
of interest? Cam
paign s logan,  
“You are what 
you eat; arf, arf, 
meow.”

Is there any question 
why these minority parties 
did not win? But it is for
tunate that there are places 
in America, like college 
campuses, where weirdos 
can practice politics. Love 
it or Leave it, folks. We are 
going to Tel Aviv!


