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Possible
idealism

Man is an idealist. He 
can envision the great 
utopias and ideal settings 
for all men, women, and 
children to live under. He 
can voice great hopes, 
creating simplistic visions 
in the listener’s mind of 
how we are loving, con
cerned, socially responsible 
individuals all liv ing 
together in one se lf- 
satisfying community. He 
can even go as far as giving 
us a realistic goal toward 
which we aim our energies- 
a goal such as quality. Yet 
(as supposed) these visions 
and hopes never or very 
hardly ever, materialize. 
Even though people still 
listen to the dreams and 
ideals of individuals or 
m inorities, conceiving 
them as being “ great”  or 
“ wonderful” , the famous 
response always emerges: 
“ This idea sounds mighty 
fine — I wonder when HE 
or SHE is going to do it?”

People very seldom con
cede to the realization that 
for any change, growth, or 
improvement to take place, 
it ultimately begins with 
themselves and not with the 
transferrance to HIM or 
HER.

Changing, expanding or 
developing oneself always 
challenges us with a hard 
task. Even for a young cub 
to venture out on his own 
four feet, leaving his 
mother behind takes great 
co u ra g e  and fa ith  in 
himself. Gradually, he 
grows to become indepen
dent of the mother and dis
covers he must struggle on 
his own, making his own 
decisions of where to sleep 
and what to eat. Innately,

he knows that his survival 
depends strongly upon in
dividualism and respon
sibility of being a bear.

The same holds true for 
us as human beings. We too 
find ourselves grabbing for 
the courage and faith in 
ourselves as we step gal
lantly away from “ home”  
and our mothers arms into 
a new environment. We 
usually term this step 
“ growing up”  or “ becom
ing an adult” . The environ
ment to which a great 
percentage of young adults 
enter is traditionally called 
the “ institution” (it's in
teresting how the d ic 
tionary’s synonym for in
stitution is “ co lle g e ” , 
“ e s ta b lis h m e n t ’ ’ , or 
“ lunatic asylum” ).

The institution creates ah 
atmosphere of learning to 
better prepare students for 
life in the “ jungle” , world 
or  w hat I te rm  the 
“ dehumanizing 
department” . Students 
who are to survive in the 
jungle learn from the col
lege institution (or insane 
asylum, if you wish) the 
competitive ways of cons
tant struggle for a high 
GPA. In the learning en
vironment students are 
denied certain rights as in
dividuals (e.g. to make per
sonal decisions on school 
policy). This may better 
acquaint students with the 
reality that once out in the 
jungle, there will be some 
dominant force denying 
them certain humanistic 
rights, and that you better 
just accept it! That’s the 
way the status quo is. If 
you rise up against it, you’ll 
only be like a shallow 
whisper in a shouting 
crowd, speeding toward 
“ progress” , but too hurried 
to listen to your cry.

An institution like Carroll 
College is very fortunate in 
its fine teachers and worthy 
subjects, yet it does hold an 
atmosphere that is com

petitive and stifling to 
certan human rights. 
Ironically, my studies here 
challenge me to question 
p e o p l e  and p o l i t i c a l  
systems in the world that 
are dehumanizing, such as 
capitalism and distorted 
Christian beliefs. One 
doesn’t need to travel the 
world to find these things, 
but only look in his own en
vironment.

Capitalism has proven its 
prosperity and affluence by 
giving us more than we 
need in clothing, energy and 
t r a n s p o r t a t io n .  Yet  
because of it we have pos
sibly all become too con
cerned with ourselves and 
our own personal needs. 
We always seek to gain 
more in our search for 
“ happiness” , but compete 
with our fellow human be
ings for it. We need more 
compassion and concern for 
each other, striving to help 
each other as a community 
on this campus and learn 
how we can create a better 
society in the jungle.

Very few of us live the 
Christ ian b e l i e f s  we 
propose to value. Jesus’ 
main teaching is a call for 
each one of us to question 
our own values, and con
front the values of others. 
The questions then are: 
“ Should we allow ourselves 
to s tu dy  e c o n o m i c s ,  
theology, political science, 
etc., without questioning 
the values they propose, 
and are these values actual
ly practiced in society? 
Can we really be responsi
ble to justice, truth and love 
as individuals on campus? 
Can we really gain faith and 
courage in ourselves as in
dividuals in an environment 
where we are free to make 
our own decisions? Or are 
we content by our studies 
like an infant with its 
pacifier? Is this too much 
to ask ourselves to think 
about?”

Rob Blotkamp
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The ASCC took one un
intentional step toward 
becoming a perpetual mo
tion machine at its last 
meeting. In an argument 
that has proved to be the 
c l a s h  o f  this  y e a r ’ s 
meetings, the Senate voted 
11-9 to refuse aid to a group 
of off-campus married stu
dents. These students, who 
are required to pay (as all 
full-time students are) the 
General Fee, the Physical 
Education Fee, and the Stu
dent Activity Fee, felt that 
they should not have to pay, 
seeing how their social lives 
did not permit them to take 
part in events sponsored by 
the ASCC, or make use of 
the P.E. Center. They were 
not making use of student- 
subsidized events such as 
the Walsh Lectures or the 
Community Concert series. 
A p p ro a ch in g  the ad- 
ministraton with their plea, 
they were told that to es
cape payment of the Stu
dent Activity Fee, they 
would have to move through 
the ASCC which levies the 
fee. However, the students, 
knowing that the Constitu
tion of the ASCC does not 
require students to pay the 
fee, and thus to belong to 
the ASCC, came to the 
ASCC meeting to solicit aid 
from the ASCC in their tus
sle with the administration. 
They were refused.
That is not the sad part. 

Hopefully these students 
will continue to fight these 
fees that they should not be 
paying. Full-time enroll
ment does not necessarily 
mean that one has time to 
use services provided by 
both the students and the 
College. The sad part is the 
attitude of the Eleven who 
voted against the married 
students. And the issue is 
the existence of the ASCC 
itself. No organization has 
the right or the power to 
force a student to pay a fee, 
such as the Student Activity 
Fee, which the student will 
not benefit from. If the stu
dent chooses not to pay this 
fee, and thus chooses to not 
belong in the ASCC and not 
participate in their ac
tivities, it is fine. He has 
that right. This applies not 
only to married students 
who live off campus, but to 
any students. It’s like

eating at Saga. You don’t 
have to possess a meal 
ticket if you live in the 
dorms. The campus social 
activities and services 
which the ASCC provide are 
totally voluntary functions. 
Only those students who 
desire to participate in ac
tivities sponsored by the 
ASCC should be required to 
pay that fee, as the Con
stitution now reads. It’s a 
benefits-received 
philosophy of taxation. 
Only those students who 
make use of the P.E. 
Center in any capacity 
should be required to pay 
the $25.00 P h y s i c a l  
Educatin Fee. Those stu
dents wishing to have no 
part in these activities 
could have a different kind 
of student I.D. card, or 
maybe numbers could be 
assigned like the meal 
ticket numbers at Saga. 
This is the only way that 
things can be, unless we 
take the inferior attitude of 
the Eleven notorious 
Senators who consider the 
ASCC superior enough to 
demand ASCC membership 
and fee payment of each 
and every full-time student.

It seems that these 
Eleven who voted down the 
married students’ request 
think that they have the 
right to do so. They see that 
the death of the ASCC is im
minent if students are to 
choose not to belong. They 
are in the process of in
venting a new religion 
where the perpetuation of 
their God, the organization 
of the ASCC, is the Supreme 
Good. This cardinal virtue 
far exceeds the rights of in
dividual students, as they 
see it. They are denying the 
rights of all students, while 
holding up the ASCC statute 
for worship and adoration.
I had thought that the ASCC 
was intended to protect and 
expand the rights of stu
dents. But by holding up 
the ASCC assembly to the 
detriment of individual stu
dent rights, the Notorious 
Ones are defeating the 
ASCC’s true purpose while 
thinking they are saving it 
from annihilation.

Some of the Eleven feel 
that the loss of funds that 
will  o cc ur  when non- 
interested students pack

their bags and depart from 
the ASCC will be too great 
for the organization to in
cur, and activities will 
necessarily decrease in 
quality and quantity. 
Others feel that the number 
of students emigrating will 
be so great that the ASCC 
will cease to exist. For 
them again, the ASCC is the 
ultimate being whose ex
istence precedes that of us 
all.

This is something we 
can’t afford. The existence 
of the ASCC depends on stu
dent interest. If the stu
dents don’ t want it, it 
doesn’t have to be, and 
shouldn’t be. If the stu
dents are dissatisfied with 
the way their monies are 
being spent, they should 
w o r k  t h ro u g h  t h e i r  
representatives to bring 
themselves programs that 
serve their interest. This is 
the only other option open 
to those married students if 
the administration turns 
down their request for pay
ment exemptions, if they 
want their money’s worth.

Hopefully, by registration 
time, some system will 
have been set up by the ad
ministration to expedite the 
matter, because I ’m sure 
there will be those students 
wo will exercise their rights 
and refuse to pay the $12.00 
Student Activity Fee. 
However, the administra
tion will probably rely on 
utter chaos to work things 
out.

I really wish that all stu
dents would be sufficiently 
interested in the ASCC to 
take part and pay the fees. 
The more that are in
terested, the better the ac
t i v i t i e s  w i l l  be f o r  
everyone. However, in a 
case like this, the rights of 
the individual just take 
precedence over the rights 
of the assembly. Force, 
w h e t h e r  p h y s i c a l  or  
monetary, will never suc
ceed in bringing about 
cooperation for the benefit 
of all. The personal votes of 
affirmation that students 
cast when they pay their 
fees will bring us benefits 
that have been achieved 
justly.


