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‘The Sou’wester has uncov-
ered the mystery surround-
ing Stones’ Brian Jones. See .
page 3.
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Senate members listen intently as Senator Ed White

speaks out against President Mike Patton’s poll idea.

Senate Meeting Confused
By Restructuring, Recall

By Allison Cowan

The Senate held a special
meeting Sunday night to decide
exactly what it is they are go-
ing to restructure and how they
would go about doing it. After
a lengthy hassel about expand-
ing the Executive Council, it
was decided that it would be a
better idea to restructure the
Senate first, and then move on
to the super-structure of SGA.

Commissions were discussed:

SGA Council Terminates
Brad Green Impeachment

By Margie Howe

Impeachment charges against
Brad Green, Commissioner of
Publications, have been
dropped. Charges presented by
SGA President Mike Patton at
last Tuesday’s Senate meeting
were: misinformation, contin-
ued absence from Senate, Ex-
ecutive Council meetings, and
negligence.

At an Executive Council meet-
ing Sunday night in the Bell
Room, Brad Green defended
himself against the charges.
The misinformation charges
were apparently a lack of com-
munication. Green said that he
stated at one of the first meet-
ings that the offset office was
flooded due to first-of-the-year
school business and registra-
tion. He was asked to tell the
Senate not to use the offset of-
fice due to all the work which
needed to be done at the begin-
ning of the year.

COMMISSIONERS Bruce Le-
vine and Cary Fowler went to
the offset office and were told
that since it was not being used
at the time, they could get their
information printed. They re-
ported back that the offset of-
fice could be used. Green said
that it was ‘“‘just a personal fa-
vor, and I did not say they
could not use it. I just said that
the offset office was busy, so
to lay off for the time being.”

Green responded tothe Senate
meeting absences by stating
that since the Publications
Board had not met until last
week, he thought it was useless
to come to Executive Council
meetings and report ‘‘no re-
port.” The Publications Board
did not get a faculty advisor
until the first week in October.

The negligence charges were
brought up due to the fact that
no Publicity Coordinator had
been appointed. The Publicity
Coordinator is in charge of run-
ing off dittos and making post-
ers which commissioners might
need. Since the position had not
been filled, many of the com-
missioners thought that Green
should do the job himself. He
replied that he thought that this
was unjust, since it left ‘‘an
awful lot of work on my shoul-
ders.” He was asked why the
position had not been filled and
he answered, ‘‘Because no one
wants it.”’

GREEN SAID that he was
quite surprised at the Senate
meeting when impeachment
proceedings were brought up,
since no one had informed him
of the charges against him. As
he said, ‘‘Before the charges
were enacted, somebody should
have come and talked to me.”
Green went on to say that no
senator had questioned him
since the charges were placed
at last week’s Senate meeting.

Patton replied that nobody
had talked-to him ‘either “and
that he thought it was an “im-
portant argument for dropping
the charges.”

The Executive Council voted
unanimously to drop the im-
peachment charges.

Brad Green

Curriculum Committee Approves
Autonomic Comprehensive Plans |

By Mike Kelley

After a month of procrasti-
nation, the Curriculum Commit-
tee has finally acted on the
comprehensive system. The
committee’s proposal followed
the guidelines that arose out of
the dialogue that existed at the
beginning of the year between
faculty and students and was
also in spirit the programs sug-
gested by the subcommittee
chaired by Dr. Pultz.

Each department according
to this proposal submits a plan
or plans determining the scope
and limits of the comprehensive
philosophy and program within
the department. The program is
then subjected to a review by
the entire Curriculum Commit-
tee where it is determined
whether the plans conform to
the true philosophy of compre-
hensives, or as they are now
called, terminal evaluations.

THIS GRANT of department-
al autonomy has eliminated
many of the problems and ques-
tions that arose at the first of
the year. It is now up to the
majors within each department
to bring their hopes and plans
to their department head for
evaluation and to attempt to
work out a comprehensive sys-
tem that fulfills the needs of
students, as well as the pur-
poses, whatever they are, en-
visioned by the faculty. This

dialogue should eliminate most
problems; however, if students
find that a department is being
recalcitrant or reactionary
about instituting reforms, then
they must take their gripe to
Dean Jones where an investiga-
tion can be made of the situa-
tion.

THE MAJOR PROBLEM
that now exists is in the placing
of students on the Curriculum
Committee. While the commit-
tee has agreed in principle to
the seating of three students as
full members in questions of
policy, the drawing of the line
between policy and individual
cares seems very difficult for
the faculty to determine. It
should be potently obvious to
the faculty that any question of
comprehensives concerns stu-
dents, and students should be
involved in the decisions con-
cerning departmental programs
which are basically policy de-
cisions, involving not only the
faculty but the students of the
department.

The question now resides
with the faculty as a whole and
Dr. Rhodes who has to appoint
the three students. It is hoped
that prompt action will be taken
and the rcommittee’s proposal
finalized 'so that the students
and faculty can come together
and create a truely wviable and
valuable ‘‘terminal evaluation”
system. i

what the purpose of having
commissions is, and which
events should be handled by
which commissions. Commis-
sioner of Religious Activities
Chuck McNeal brought up the
idea of re-installing a practice
used several years ago—having
a committee of three or four
senators assigned to each com-
mission so that when anything
about one of the commissions
was discussed in the Senate,
there would be some Senators
who could speak intelligently on
the matter and make recom-
mendations.

SENATOR TOM MARSHALL
suggested that the commission-
ers be made subservient to the
jurisdiction of the Senate. In
answer to this, James Dobbins
pointed out that the commis-

sioners are elected by and rep- -

resent the entire school and by
this are more autonomous than
any of the senators who are
only elected by and represent
their respective classes.
Senator David Lloyd moved

that the Senate set up research
committees to study the differ-
ent parts of the Senate. struc-
ture and make recommenda-
tions as to how, or if, to re-
structure them. By general con-
sent four such committees were
set up.

Also at Sunday’s meeting:
Senator James Dobbins read
his letter of resignation from
the Senate.

President Mike Patton passed
out a sheet of paper containing
a list of all the senators, com-
missioners, and SGA officers
with a column of “yeses” and
“nos’’ across from each name.
The purpose of this, he
stated, was to take a con-
fidential and unofficial poll
within the Senate itself as to
whether or not any of its mem-
bers should be recalled in an
effort for the Senate to clean
its own house. He felt the at-
titudes and activities of each
person on the list should be
carefully researched by all who

(Continued on Page 2)

Student Government Attempts
‘Power-Structure’ Realignment

By Nancy Hottel

Sunday night the Senate es-
tablished research plans for re-
structure of the SGA.

Intercollegiate Commissioner
Bruce Levine has volunteered
to head work on expansion of
the SGA Executive Council.
Senators David Lloyd, Jimmy
Compton, and Steve Youmans
were appointed to explore the
possibility of a central co-or-
dinating body for all groups on
campus. A third committee is
studying David Lloyd’s propos-
al to establish a ‘‘super-struc-
ture’’ that would function as an
appeals board and research in-
strument for legislation of the
Senate, the Honor Council, and
the SRC. These committees and
three others, which are study-
ing Senate committees, will pre-
sent their findings to the Senate
on Tuesday.

THE JOINT SESSION on
Sunday, presided over by Mike
Patton, SGA president, was
called specifically to finalize
plans of restructure. This was
the first meeting of the entire
Senate on the matter. Three
weeks ago senators Hardy, Kel-
ley, and Marshall submitted
a plan of reorganization of the
SGA and the group Sunday used
the triumvirate’s plans as
guidelines.

The Hardy - Marshall - Kelley
plan calls for revision in four
areas: Executive Council, Sen-
ate meetings, and procedure,
committees, and commissions.
The bulk of discussion Sunday
night centered on the first area,

expansion of the Executive,

Council. As it now stands, the
council includes the four elect-
ed SGA officers, the eight elect-
ed commissioners, the appoint-
ed . commissions — free univer-
sity, race relations, academic
affairs, and representatives

from MUB, WUB, BSA, and the
constitution commission.

Three variations of the expan-
sion theme were discussed. The
first consideration was simply
to expand the present council
by adding members of bodies
outside the Senate, such as SRC
and student center. It is this
plan that Bruce Levine’s com-
mittee will research. Questions
which arose at the Senate over
this plan- were whether addi-
tional members would be vot-
ing members or merely infor-
mation instruments, and wheth-
er or not the Honor Council
would be included.

Chuck McNeal suggested that
a committee apart from the
Executive Council be set up to
co-ordinate the various legisla-
tive and judicial bodies.

The third suggestion, Lloyd’s
plan to set up an overall ap-
peals board for the student
body, will not be directly in-
cluded in restructure proceed-
ings, although as he says, ‘. . .
if the board is established, its
place on campus will hinge on
whatever restructure takes
place.”

SENATE COMMITTEE re-
construction was discussed ac-
cording to the proposal that the
senate committees would be re-
grouped into two areas—tem-
porary and permanent. Com-
mittees formed to deal with
specific problems as they arose
would be dissolved upon solu-
tion of the problem. In addi-
tion, three committees would
be standing. The budget com-
mittee would receive all re-
quests for financial aid. It
would keep up with committee
and commission reports and
would list bills to be considered
in the Senate. The constitution
commission would remain a
separate body from other com-
mittees. A committee on com-

(Continued on Page 3)












