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James Scholars

To the Editor
To Don Shapiro, James Scholar Student
Advisory’ Bbard President: *"

In reference to a letter which you sent
to all James Scholars asking them if they
were in fayor of supporting candidates
pledged - for peace and canvassing for
them, I would like to know what gave
you the idea that James Scholars were in
favor of the “peace” candidates in the
first place:.The James Scholar program
is politically -neutral and was not_estab-
lished by, the University to be a pohtxcal
orgamzation

T am sure that there would be many
individuals" who support the ‘University
through -taxes. or donations who would
consider it a waste of funds for this non-
political organization to ask for political

support for candidates. Even if you were

to use the James Scholar Program as a
political lead, it would have been proper
for you to first take a pol! to find out ex-
actly how the members felt in regard to
the political issues.

It would also have been ovroper to be
more specific as to the candidates whom
you wish to support. President Nixon has
stated that he was pledged to peace. Does
that mean. that you will support him?

- LARRY E. NAZIMEK

Transmlmng

To the Editor:

March 27, Lloyd Humphreys wrote a
letter to the editor in which he stated
that accepting a difference in principle
between recruiting and free speech is
“arrant nonsense,” a statement which
seems to challenge the upper limits of
dogmatism and pomposity. He then argued
that recruiting is “precisely the same
right as the freedom to speak” and that
freedom of speech is a shortened expres-
sion of the freedom to communicate.

Webster defines communication as “an
act or instance of transmitting.” It is
clear that many forms of communication
are denied on campus. I am sure that
fornication would not be allowed, and yet
it certainly is “an act of transmitting.”
Why doesn’t the Uriversity provide space
for this form of communication?

" Humphreys says he would offer the use

of his office for recruiting if students
tried to ban it by majority vote. If he is
truly in favor of the right to communicate,
in a broader sense than just freedom ~f
speech, then it follows that ii people tried
to ban fornication from campus, he would
extend the use of his office for purposes
of this communication, too. .

It is unlikely, however, that the con-

stitutional Tight to ‘ree speech was in-
tended to include communication with any

purpose, in-any form, and at any:location.
I strongly suspect that its inténtion was
to insure that person be able to publicly
_express his opinion on social and political
issues, not to insure that a business or the
mllitary be able to pubhcally recrmt for
profit and-death.

I would: like to emphasize: that indus-
trial and ‘military recrultmg, contrary to
& speech on social issues. (1) is' not ex-
pressing an ‘opinion, but rather is procur-
ring people ‘to fill a position ln ‘an ‘organ-

. ization; (2) does not further one’s edcua-
- tion; (3) in'the case of the military and
companies ‘like: GE, helps support organ-
izations which lead not just to destruction
- of property, but the killing and maiming
" of hundreds of thousands of people; and
(4) could take place off campus at the
exvense of the recruiters. :

If a speech; such as that of Kunstler,
can be banned on the grounds  that it
might lead to property damage, surely
we can ban those activities which do con-

- tribute to the destruction of vast num-
_ bers of people, The students, faculty and
staff, of which this university consists,
have the right to determine whether their
- campus will' be used by a businéss or
military activity which helps destroy hu-

man life. ~  JAMES R. BROWNING
cab I . Y

Governance

To the Editor:

Before our brothers and sisters go

1ssues of the strlke 1 would like to pre-' '

sent two syllogrsms.

~ Children do not and shoul not have the .

same rights in governance as adults. A
distinction between students and adults
implies that studerts are children. The
common distinction made by students,
non-students, and the media between stu-
dents and adults. therefore implies that
students do not have the usual adult right
to power over their governance '

Non-resrdents of a community 'do not ,

and should not’ have the same rights in
governance of the community as residents.
The statement that:students “go home”
for vacation implies that students are not
residents of the University community.

Such a statement, therefore, implies that

students do not have the usual rights of
residents to power in their governance.

The traditional age of adulthood is the

age at which society demands military ser-
vice. ‘American society demands military
service at 18. Regardless of the compe-
tence or lack of competence of the 18-year
old, he can claim, as a traditional right,
all the rights, duites, and responsibilties
of an adult.

Further, John Stuart Mill 1mphec that
full liberty is proper at such time “when
mankind have become capable of being
improved by free and equal discussion.”
If University students are incapable of
being improved by such discussion, then
the University is bilking the people of the
state of millions of dollars each year by
fraudulently claiming to provide produc-
tive University education.

There is no logical argument on what
a person should feel his home is. I will
note, however, that people just passing
through are notoriously ill-mannered and
destructive. If the majority of University
students don’t fee - that the University
community is their home—then we're all
in for trouble. RICHARD D. ERLICH
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Call answered
To the Editor: )

Contrary to public opinion, people still
respond to the call for help. Recently, as
I was on my way home from work, I at-
tempted to start my car which was parked
in a University parking lot on Chalmers
Street, across from Sherman Hall. In at-
tempting to start th: car it became flood-
ed. A spark ignited the excess gas and
started a fire. Being a woman, I was at
a loss as to what to do.

Thanks to the quick assistance of two
students who were walking by, the fire
was put out by a fire extinguisher obtain-
ed by one of them in a nearby residence
hall. If it were not for their quick assis-
tance, I am sure the damage would have
been much more extensive. :

Once again, may I say “thank you" 1o
the two students.

BARBARA D. SMITH

Umushﬁed critics

To the Editor:

The  rhetoric which has accompanied
the events of the past several weeks has
left some undeserved scars on-individuals
from- all sides of the issues. The eriticism
of Chancellor J. W. Peltaon was particular.
ly heavy especiall, it. seemed to me,-in re-
spect to his integrity and - social .values.

I .cannot accept this personal criticism
of him. I have been greatly troubled by
the one-sidedness of much of what I have
heard and read when my own experience
with the Chancellor has been completely
to the contrary.

My comments relate sperifically to the
interests and well-being of approximately
6,000 working men and -women- who make
up the nonacademic employees of the cam.
pus, and the needs of the poor and dis-
advantaged of the Champaxgn Urbana eom-

. munities.

The chancellor’s actlve inte'est in their
welfare demonstrated .to. me heyond any
question the high priority which he places
or. human values. He has willingly given
his time.to discuss matters of concern to
ncnacademic employees and has shown a
remarkable capacity for understanding
and relating to the needs of working men
and women.

The support of the Chancellor has heen

"2 vital factor in proyidipg nonacademio

’ employees the respect and digrity on their -
jobs- which they deserve. If this has not-..

been accomplished, then it is the failure

_ of those of us who have heen given every

opportunity and encouragement by the
chancellor - to develop programs to this
end. . TOBY KAHR

2 ¢

| Re'olfconspiracy,_ .

To the Editor: - ;
- Recent back'ash to campus demonstra-
tions, as shown in such incidents as con-

frontations between construction workers

and police in New York City snd on the
Illinois State campus, has led us to be-
lieve that there is a consprracy in this
great land of ours.

- However, ‘it is net coming ‘from thé
left, but from the right! It is obvious that
the Vietnam War: is ripping our nation
apart. The Commumst failure to negotiate
shows that they want this war to last, for
prol_ongetnon of the war only increases our
internal division and weakens the country.

Therefore, all those not infavor of im-
mediate withdrawal of our fine young
fighting men, are obviously commie sym-
pathizers. Furthermore, various strikes on
the part of the American working class
show that the Reds have 2n insidious
stranglehold on our labor unions and in

our governmental bureaucratic structure.

Soon, by calling for a mass strike, the

‘commies will use this force to render our

country vulnerable to a compiete: physieal
takeover. If you doubt the far-reaching ef-
fect of the Communist infiltration into our
working class take notice that no arrests
or injuries occurred between construction

workers and pohcemen at the ISU campus -
, May 19, . ok

NAMES w ITHHELD

Forum needed

To the Editor:
- Campuses throughout this natron shnt-
tered after the Kent state massacre. We

turned from our separate paths and stood

as one united. We who were prlvileged

to. be students when this happened have

expressed our. wonderment in many ways.

Somehow, we say, things will never be the

same. I think we should extract every bit
of meaning from this experience.

For a short time, then, our old Trustra-
tions were replaced by & new sense:of

hope. We had fallen back before the on- .

slaught of the system endleuty but then
we regrotped and took & stand. It worked.
Before November we will see politicians

jumping on the peace bandwegon ltke *

fleas jumping on a hairy deg.- i

Thlscountryandthisworldisma
hell of a mess. The pros can’t lead us out
ol it because they're too locked into the
system to think. We:must form our own
policy so we can walk forward into the
future and regain some of the ground we
as human beings have lost.

2.I suggest that our student newspaper
take the lead by calling for a national
board of editors to formulate editorial
policy for stadent newspapers across this
country. It is the task of our- generetion
to define the future. We live in a time of
crisis. We're right in. the middle of the

‘splash. We need a forum.

' WALLACE FLINT

The cnhc s opinion o

Ladtes of the Canyon

.~ By MALC DALKOFF
~ One of the best things about the re-
lease of a new Joni Mitchell album is the
sense of order that it creates in a small
corner of the musical universe.

Simon and Garfunkel might labor two
years in the creation of a new disc only
to come up with a mediocre product.

Paul McCartney might string together
the works of an entire career and come

. out with a piece of work that is just fair.

Judy Collins does excellent work with

, other people’s songs but only rarely re-

cording her own very fine work.

In sharp contrast to all of these is Miss
Mitchell, who sings and plays well, writes
songs unsurpassed for their beauty and
poetry and records only her own material.

Her most recent album, “The Ladies of
the Canyon,” more tham bears this out.
There is not a bad cut on the entire
record.

Some songs are certamly better than
others. But even the lwser songs are very
good.

There is more variety on. this album
than on any of the previous two. “Tradi-
tional” Joni Mitchell songs are in abun-
dance with near-tearful laments of lost

Conrad’s cartoon®

on records

loves an d relationships that - never
materialized. :

Sadness and lonliness are more than
in evidence through material like “Rainy
Night House” and “Blue Boy.” Also in
evidence is a new Joni Mitchell whose
sensitivity is channelled toward the world
outside of herself,

“Morning Morgantown” is one of the
most beautiful pieces she has yet com-
posed. “For Free” may well be one of the
most effective message songs to come out
of the current vogue for message songs.

Her style is not forceful nor in the least
pretentious. It serves to fit in very well
with her shy, wind-like voice.

Perhaps this is the reason why no one
can sing one of her songs half as effective-
ly as she does. Crosby, Stills, Nash and
Young may have recorded her song,
“Woodstock,” but for all the feeling they
put into the lyrics they might just as well
have been describing bath day at Mayor
Daley’s house.

To hear Joni Mitchell do the song is
to get a feeling of what that almost legen-

_dary festival must have been like; soft

rains and breezes; much very much
understanding,

ol



