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thistles
Certain people deserve thanks for their help on the 

Tumbleweed before we end this last year. I would most 
emphatically like to thank the regular staff, Mark Sevier, 
Rob Blotkamp, Joe Sherman, Marilyn Bennett, and Jim 
Taylor. To everyone else who contributed articles and 
help, also a special thanks. To those who criticized, but 
especially to those who actively contributed to the better
ment of the Tumbleweed, thank-you. To Jens Jensen at

the IR, who worked overtime and more to help us, to Jim 
Lubek, who acted as my unpaid editorial consultant and 
offered advice and support, thanks so much. I would also 
like to thank the people who supported what I was doing, 
especially Marc Tokarczyk, even when they didn’t agree 
with it. All of you were invaluable.

To Matt and his new staff, I want to wish the best of 
luck. But more than that, I wish you strength. I hope you 
can continue to question your lives and help- Carroll to 
question herself through the paper.

There have been a lot of frustrations with the 
Tumbleweed this year. I hope that next year and in fol
lowing years, those who experience this frustration will

be able to act on it constructively and add their ideas to 
make the Tumbleweed a better paper.

It’s easy to be frustrated among friends, but a little 
harder to take responsibility for voicing that frustration 
in actually trying to change something. I t’s quite a chal
lenge, but I’m hoping the students at Carroll can accept it 
in more ways than the Tumbleweed.

In closing, I would like to relate this thought.
‘You must be strong enough to act without being sure 

that what you do is absolutely right.’ -Jean Thompson 
Have a fulfilling summer and an exciting new school 

year.
Bette Wingenbach

letters
student takes issue
Dear Editor;

In the last issue you received two letters which strongly 
attacked the Tumbleweed. I wish to take issue with the 
attitudes expressed.

I received the impression from Stephen Girolami’s let
ter that the majority of the articles in the paper were at
tacks, soap-box retoric, or attempts to tear down Carroll 
College. The other letter signed by Greg Mullowney, Sue 
Nicholas, Doug Diehl and Jeff Phillips refers to personal 
crusades in the editorials, page-one manipulation, and 
failing to express a wide variety of view points.

I decided to review the fourteen issues of this years 
Tumbleweed. Of the front page articles there are approx
imately twice as many relatively non-controversial arti
cles as articles which dealt with controversial subjects. 
Even including the Thistles column, but not the letters to 
the editor, the total number of positive or non- 
controversial articles, throughout the issues, exceeded 
the controversial articles by more than two to one. Are 
the perceptions of people biased to look for the controver
sial and negative?

In reference to ‘personal crusades in the editorials', I 
think it is the responsibility of editors to criticly review 
the events of the community and allow others to do 
likewise. What paper of any community does otherwise? 
Furthermore, I think it is the responsibility of a campus 
newspaper to raise issues and concerns about the actions 
of the community. The campus newspaper is one of the 
few effective means of communicating such issues and 
concerns. Even though I may or may not agree with the 
point of view expressed, I maintain that the view 
deserves to be heard.

In at least six different issues Bette and the staff have 
invited articles, criticisms and differing points of view. I 
quote the Appeal for Communication article in the Oct. 27 
issue. “I would personally like to see this paper become 
an outlet for more than five or six people.. .We feel other 
people have just as much to say, and maybe even better 
ways of saying it.” In Bette’s response to the letter in the 
Nov. 8 issue, she emphasized the responsibility of stu
dents to contribute to the paper. Yet, of the five signers, I 
recall only a few articles written by Greg Mullowney in 
earlier issues.

Finally, there was a reference to “the nefarious hap
penings of Group Interaction ” , None of the signers have 
ever attended a Group Interaction meeting, yet they 
deem themselves in a position to judge our actions.

An attack on a group without basis in fact or first hand 
experience seems to me to be hypocritical!

Jim Senkler
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thanks
Dear Editor:

For so very long, I’ve wished to die. To kill myself. So 
why am I writing to you?

Not so very long ago, I was a member of the Carroll 
“Community” . There were many courses, many hours, 
and many dreams. In the years at Carroll, I hoped for a 
future, for change and a direction in life.

Thirteen issues ago, your paper was in my hands. As I 
read it now, tears come. “Thistles“ , as you title your 
column, spoke of morality, values, guidlines for males 
and females visiting each other, ect. My tears are 
remembering the times I struggled so hard to question 
those values, challenge those morals, develop my own 
guidlines.

Issue after issue, I ’ve pulled old Tumbleweeds off my 
dresser. Looking through them I find the challenges to 
other students, the feelings, the desire for a better tomor
row. I read the catch-word “apathy” and wish it would go 
away.There are the indignations at faculty, students, and 
administration. There are the new ideas, the plans, the 
“ ice cream social” protests, the beautiful “ group in
teraction” idea, the comic with his questioning lines, the 
lack of support for those who wish to try something new, 
the “dirty” words (“screw” , “birth control” , “hornines- 
s” ), the student profiles, the "decision-making” bodies 
that “don’t function” , the humorous “Triple 0 ” , and 
“Dear Bruce” , and so very much blood, sweat, frustra
tion, and tears behind the putting this jumble of 
creativity into a beautifully laid-out paper.

Ya know, in other ways, I too was involved in all that. 
And I hurt because nobody really seemed to give a damn. 
Too many people young and old, never cared. I know how 
it hurts, and I know you and your staff must be hurt often. 
It hurts to be different. It’s depressing to not have sup
port. It’s lonely, and feels like climbing a mountain of 
slick ice, to stand up for what you’ve become aware o f , 
when everyone else seems to laugh or say, “What dif
ference does it make?”

You’ve done an excellent job. It’s not because of the 
lay-out, or the articles, or the protests, or the questions

you pose, even though they’re all beautiful. I t’s because 
you’ve touched me - one person.

Thank you,
Name witheld on request

seeks contact
Dear Editor:

I am writing with reference to the article in the last 
“Tumbleweed” about homosexuality.

I felt that the message of the previous commentary 
was long awaited for and well timed.

Prejudice has found common-place in society when the 
“Gay” topic was brought up. I am hoping that some day 
people will come to the realization that homosexuality is 
not a sickness but a tangent reality.

I can confess that I enjoy the company of and with my 
own sex. After all, it is as natural as any heterosexual 
relationship. I would like to meet the author of the last 
article to share comments and thoughts.

Sincerely yours, 
E.S.

homosexuality
Dear Editor,

My response to last issues’ plea on homosexuality is 
very simple and direct.

There is nothing that makes a person more “human” , 
more “ fulfilled” or more a person in pursuing 
themselves in homosexuality.

Homsexuality is as much a downfall to your “fully 
human” body, mind and soul as is adultry or lustful sex. 
It is a weakness and an escape.

If one discovers themselves a homosexual - are they 
born with it? It is only in truth that we were born with an 
instinct to reproduce and that is why man needs woman 
and woman needs man, and that is where sex finds its 
purpose in all manners of beings - human, mammal, 
birds, insects or fish.

(continued on page 3)


