
Student Pollsters pick Winners
Thursday, November 4th, 

in O’Connell, a class was 
treated to the sight of a 
professor standing before 
them with a large sign 
around his neck. The class 
was Methods of Social 
Research and the prof, was 
Dr. Frank Cooney of the 
sociology department. The 
sign read “Penitent Pol
lster” . The students were 
right.

The cause of the incident 
was a political poll con
ducted by the class. The 
poll was right, but Dr. 
Cooney didn’t believe it and 
decided not to release the 
results to the press. What

the poll indicated was that 
in Lewis and Clark County, 
Ford would win by six

percentage points and the 
Democrats for governor, 
senator, and congressman 
— Judge, Melcher, and 
Baucus, would win by huge 
margins. That is exactly 
what happened.

Dr. Cooney explained his 
actions this way.. “P art of 
me really wanted to release 
the results, particularly 
since no voting polls had 
been published for the 
county. I am not sure, but 
there may not have been 
any for the state. The poll 
was fairly well done with 
269 respondents randomly 
s e l e c t e d  f r o m  t h e  
registered voter lists in 17

precincts in the county. The 
students phoned those inter
viewed.

The Ford-C arter poll 
results seemed plausible in 
light of the past election 
patterns in the county. But 
the governor’s race really 
threw me. In 1972 when 
Governor Judge won, Lewis 
and Clark County had voted 
for the Republican. To win 
by 20 percentage points is a 
landslide and not that com
mon in election races for 
major positions. The excep
tions are usually cases like 
the 1964 Johnson-Goldwater 
campaign with Goldwater 
holding to a unique and

strongly held ideology.
In the Judge-Woodahl 

race, I didn’t know of any 
factor that would predict 
such a vote. But being new 
in Montana, all I knew was 
what I had read in the new
spaper. With Will Rogers I 
knew that wasn’t much. So 
rather than predict a no
contest runaway election 
for the three races and look 
like a dumb newcomer, I 
didn't release the results. 
As I watched the results 
come in Tuesday night at 
home, I had this sinking 
feeling. Saying I was wrong 
would have to be something 
special. I decided on the

“ Penitent Pollster” sign. I 
am sure the students will 
remember their poll for a 
long time. It was a good 
learning experience for 
them in a number of ways - 
and that was the primary 
purpose for the project in 
the first place.”

The students who con
ducted the poll were: Lori 
Beneventi, Tisha Bolger, 
Kevin Dolan, M arlehna 
Harper, Sandra Hjort, Meg 
Judge, Mike Mahoney, Bob 
Peterson, Dorothy Quaim, 
Donna Sch m auc h,  Liz 
Tesfaye,  Dave Ticich,  
Roger Torgenson, and Rick 
Zento.

Visions of 
a New Age

by Judy Clouse
T i l e  f l o o r s ,  h a r d ,  

straight-back chairs lining 
tables...rows upon rows of 
numbered books...a musty 
dam pness in the air. .- 
.yesterday’s library.

A library used, to be the 
place to retrieve informa
tion; for research, leisure, 
to study. Very often it was 
patrolled by stoic matrons, 
the guardians of the writ
ten word.

Certain basic elements 
could be counted upon to be 
in a library. They included 
a card catalog, librarian’s 
desk or check-out counter, 
and study tables  with 
chairs that were never 
designed for physical com
fort, and of course, the 
books. Books were cram
med into shelves, stacked 
to  th e  c e i l i n g ,  a l l  
categorized according to 
the numbers of Dewey. 
There may have been an 
area for periodicals, along 
with resource guides and 
reference materials that 
were always treated with 
the utmost respect. Hidden 
away obscurely in attic or 
b a s e m e n t  w e r e  t h e  
mysterious archives.

In contrast, imagine the 
fo l l o w i n g .  P i c t u r e  a 
building with the clean, 
simple line of contem
porary design whose in
terior is warmly inviting. 
The floor is carpeted, the 
light and spatial design 
seem roomy. On entering 
the library, key elements 
of use — the Reference- 
Inform ation Desk, the 
Card Catalog and Circula

tion Department — are 
clearly in view. Staffing 
the library facilities are 
trained personnel and stu
dents. Books are housed in 
shelves that go no higher 
than the average arm ’s 
reach, with space enough 
between to move about 
freely. In addition to in
dividualized and group 
study tables are lounges 
equipped with areas to 
comfortably settle back 
and read. There is more to 
come. A study-research en
vironment is provided, con
ducive to private study. 
There are small study car
re ls  for  aud io -vi su al  
materials use, a computer 
system that revolutonizes 
the retrieval system and 
offers the individual access 
to m ateria ls, not only 
housed in one library, but 
from an entire network of 
libraries.

This is the kind of transi
tion being attempted by 
Carroll College as it em
barks on a major campaign 
to raise $1 million to build 
a new Library-Learning 
Resource Center.

The present Carroll Col
lege l ibrary  was con
structed in 1957 to serve 
the needs of the 525 stu
dents enrolled at Carroll at 
that time. The library was 
built to seat 331 students 
and to accomodate 60,000 
volumes.

Today, student enroll
ment exceeds 1,400 and the 
library cannot provide the 
750-800 seats necessary for 
them. Nor is there space
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Montana New Socialist Party

Montana Power or People
by Mark Sevier

T he M o n t a n a  New 
Socialist Party (MNSP) has 
made ts way back onto 
campus in hopes of prepar- 
ing th e  w ay to  see k  
signatures from Carroll stu
dents to place a referendum 
on the 1978 ballot that would 
decentralize public power 
here in Montana. This 
group was formed in the 
summer of 1974 in Mis
soula, the members wishing 
to  p r o m o t e  p u b l i c  
ownership of key industries 
in Montana. The Viet Nam 
war, Watergate, and the 
economic policies of the 
Ford administration made 
it clear that the fundamen
tal problems facing the 
American people were not 
going to be resolved under 
the p re sen t sys tem  of 
private ownership of the 
means  of production.  
Whatever  v i r tues  such 
private ownership of key in
dustries might possess, 
such a system assures that 
economic decisions are not 
determined by all the peo
ple.

The MNSP is also con
v i n c e d  t h a t  p u b l i c  
o w n e r s h i p  w i t h o u t  
democratic control would 
likely lead to a bureaucracy 
which is just as insensitive 
to social needs of people

and to the environment as 
are the present corporate 
bureaucracies. If economic 
production is to provide for 
a quality life, then the peo
ple in this country must 
determine the course of 
that production and can do 
so on ly  t h r o u g h  t h e  
democratic reorganization 
of the economy.

The MNSP realizes that 
our economy will continue 
to be controlled by outside 
i n t e r e s t s ,  t h a t  o u r  
agriculture industry will be 
controlled by the proces
sors and exporters that are 
more interested in their 
profits than in bettering the 
lives of the ranchers and 
fa rm er s  of Montana.  
Therefore, we will have to 
work with the people of 
other states to. attack the 
problems that are plague- 

! ing our state, and thus at
tacking the problems that 
affect other states.

A year ago, the MNSP 
proposed that the state’s 
engergy system be publicly 
owned and democratically 
controlled. Their proposal 
has been submit ted  to 
F r a n k  M u r r a y ,  t he  
Secretary of State of Mon- 

I tana ,  and a P e o p l e ’s 
I Initiative Petition For a 
I Constitutional Amendment 
'has been circulated, with

the goal of placing this deci
sion before the people in the 
1978 election.

The proposal requires at 
least two major changes: 
the public ownership of 
utilities ad the reorganiza
tion of goverrment to insure 
that energy will be control
led democrationally.
From  the beginning, a 
public energy system in 
Montana would be more ef
ficient. Federal Power 
Commission figures for 
1971 reveal lower costs per 
kilowatt hour in almost 
every aspect of the public 
utility systems then in ex
istence. Twenty-five per
cent lower! Investor- 
owned utilities run up big
ger bills partly because 
they pay large profits to 
thei r stockholders ,  fat  
salaries to their executives, 
and a lot of money for lob
bying, adver t i s ing and 
charitable donations. (Tax 
write-offs).

B u t e v e n  p u b l i c  
ownership of utilities is not 
totally acceptable. Some 
public owned utilities are 
the mirror image of their 
private-owned counter
parts. The pollution and 
social uprooting caused by 
the Fourcorners Energy 
Complex in Arizona is a 
p r i m e  e x a m p le .  The

Power
change to public ownership 
does not necessarily mear 
the company will be con
cerned about the environ
ment or the impact  of 
economic growth. Only 
democratic control will ir 
sure this.

A public power syster 
w ou ld  m e a n  p u b l i  
ownership of all electric; 
generation facilities trar 
smission lines and distribu 
tion networks (excluding 
the point of production i: 
this point is out of state), all 
Montana gas reserves and 
pipelines, and ownership of 
all the coal (if ownership of 
coal is feasible). The state 
government would control 
all major production and 
transmission facilities, but 
there would be municipal 
and local control of dis
tribution and small-scale 
generation. The rural co
ops would be largely unaf
fected by this plan and 
would hold the same status 
as the local municipal 
systems.

Achieving a publicly 
owned and democratically 
controlled energy system in 
Montana will be no easy 
task. Not only will this 
system require the support 
of the majority of Montana
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Have a Happy Thanksgiving !


