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EDITORIAL

Endorsements imrelevant
given flawed govemment

Once again spring has rolled
around and the niversity student
body is faced with another election
to choose candidates tor the ASUO)
Executive, Incidental Feo Committes
and Student Senale

And once again the Emerald is
faced with endorsing a handful of
candidates to fill various positions
But this year. the paper will take a
different approach

This vear the Emerard will en
dorse no one.

It's not because the candidates the
Emerald editorial board interviewed
over the past four davs lacked merit
Many were well-qualified and pre-
sented favorable ideas and policies
But given the present structure of
the ASUQ Executive and 1FC. and
these bodies' inability to put petty
internal politics aside. these candi-
dates would not flourish

This vear the Emerald will en-
dorse reform. oot just for political
ideals. but for the political structure
iselt

The IFC, under the guise of an
apolitical body. has vear in and vea
out played the political game. e
gordless of who s in office. Board
members use the forum to attack one
another or to forward petsonal agen
das against specific groups. The
sult s a disruptive process thal
meets often, accomphishes hittle gl
vnds in political infighting

Recently, the flap over who tam-
pered with the minutes from the
IFC's Jan. 31 meeting did not pro
duce a guilty party. Instead. the con-
troversy served to show the political
divisions among those serving on an
apolitical body

The old anarchist
bumper sticker says it
best: ‘‘Nobody for Presi-
dent.”’ We’'ll add our
own slogan: ‘‘Nobody
for IFC."

lronically. the causes for much of
this infighting are the constraints
placed upon the body itself 1FC
members are not permitted 10 take
the type of political stances that are
required when dealing with tough
issues such as budget cuts or deter
mining whether a group is actually
serving the campus

FFor a glimpse of these constraints
one need only look at what the can
didates themselves sav. During en
dorsement interviews, the ODE odi-
torial board faced a broken record of
responses as to the 1FC's stated neu-
tralitv, Each candidate said political
views should not be a part of the (FC
process. Two problems exist with
that argument. First. it is impossible
for members of a governing body to
put biases aside. Second. students
are unable to distinguish between
candidates who spout identical mes
sages. thus stifling the democratic
|II|]I 55

All the candidates did spout the
same basic, politically correct mes-
sage. All, that is, except one

One candidate proposed zero-
tunding gay and lesbian and pro-
abortion groups because they did
not promote “‘family and communi-
ty values.”” He was too outlandish 1o
even consider, but he was dead-on
when he said the IFC is a political
body and should be treated as such

That's how bad the interviews
were

The ODE board agreed that (e
e is and should be o political
body. and that fact <hould not be
hidden behind o veil of neutrality
The C should be allowed 1o debate
4 wgroup's merits, and members
should be allowed o o lude puoliti
cal ideology in the debate. Tough
ducisions, sucn as hlllh:l'l culling
can only e made threogh intense
debate.

Board members cannot do sa un
dur the current. stifhing svstem
Therefore. the svstem must be
changed to coeate a free marketplaon
of ideas where entical and contro
versial ssues can bo debated and die
cidled

As if IFC endorsements weren't
difficult enough, interviewing
ASUO presidential candidates
wasn't much better. The editorial
board heard many buzzwords [stu
dent empowerment. diversity. acces
sibility), but few solutions to cam
pus problems

Students should ask themselyes
just as the editarial board did what

student government has done o
them. Probably not o whaole lot Al
though executive officers walk into
ENLT Suile 4 every June with won
dedful and innovative ideas. o vem
lateer they turn the job over to thew
successors. having accomplished 1
te in terms of beoefiting students

Perhaps the problem is that ASUO
officers — particularly the president
and vice president put much of
their time into things thev can’t con
trol The state Legislature. highe
education lunding and diversity. di
versity, diversity. How much impact
does & six- or seven- or 10-month-
old student administration have on
legislative decisions? Does anvone
really believe the ASUO president
can sway votes on budget cuts one
way or another? And what the heck
is diversity. anyway? Everyone
works tor creating it evervone
wants to celebrate it. but bevond a
few symposiums and workshops
has anvone tried o find out what it
is? .. Nope

Student governmen! could benefit
its constituents by concentrating its
commendable energy and etfort into
projects more tangible and closer o
home. We do nol suggest student
leaders ignore funding problems or
the budget hack-test through which
we are now suffering. Send up car
loads of student lobbyists. Write let
ters. Sign petitions, But student gos
ernment should pull more weight on
campus

Members of the executive and the
IFC should use their time waorking to
find out exactly where the $4.3 mil
lion in student incidental fees goes
every vear instead of finding the best
strategies 1o lobby state legislators
from Bend. Mavbe the Stadent Sen
ate could be brought in to the stu
dent government process to do more
than just rubber-stamp administra-
tive decisions. Mavbe the senate
could work with the IFC to decide
which groups get funded

The old anarchist bumper sticker
savs It best Nobodvy tor Presi
dent.”” We'll add our own slogan
“Nobody for IFC."" That's not al
wiys the best solution. but talented
presidents, committee members and
candidates are becoming useless and
irrelevant under the current system

Bv voting. the few students who
do care to vote would again be par-
ticipating in an exercise of futility
Radical reform is needed The struc
ture of student government must be
fixed — soon
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What to do? Change system,
focus on University problems

Criticism s warthless unless solutions
are offered. With that in mind. the Emer
ald will not end the issue of reform on a

nithilistic note
Ihe Incidental Fee Committee should
become an advisory board to the Student

Senate, which would allow the IFC 1o

\|1lr'!|:\ become the ill!”ll-ll body 1t has
covertly been for vears. The IFC would
derbvate funding student Rroups but be

hmated to making tunding recommenda
tions to the full senate. The senate would
be responsible for voting to approve
funds, which would be the first practical

durty th 1

Ler hias had in vears

SNA
[FC candidates would be free to make
thetr political wdeas known 1o students
imstead of concealing them until after
elections. The candidates would face the
marketplace of 1deas, being accepted or
e )i ted based on who the students want
Lo represent them
Although the 1K

would be healthy and vseful when de

pohitical whims

bating a student group s merits, they
would be tempered by putting the deci
ston-making power in the hands of a
larger group of student senators. The
IFC s opimion would be just that an
Opinion with students from a vanety
of CAnpus cormmuniles 1t|.1Lim.: actual
I1|-|1r'||.1].|r||l'|1 decisions

Think of it: IFC candi-
dates could campaign and
be elected on their honest
political viewpoints, not
beliets hidden behind the
shroud of political correct-
ness, real or imagined.

I'l it it HFC candidates could cam
prangn and be elected on ther honest o
Intical viewpoints, not behiefs hidden be
hind the shroud of political correctness
real o igined. The power of allocat

$4 4 mulhion would go from a seven
member group of often bickering stu
dents to the Shuade >eiate, proteclting
those tunds trom volatile political tem
pests in the 1F

Aiso, it would give the student

tors something to do. As it 1s, they make

245 a month to pass ecmpty resolutions

and approve viderrnig policies that ar

passed by the University Senate anyway
1 '

usstons and debates that

\ uch a structure ol

WANRe

W iectve student govern
ment and energize students to partici
pate 1n the elections Process Issues and
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not just pleas, would prompt students 1o
violte

However, some safeguards should
main in the ASUQ Constitution to guard
against groups being zero-tunded at the
drop of a hat. Also, the ASUQO Executive
"\Illlili exercise 1s o« |1|': J\h ,|||:I l1.||.11!| {4
powers by continuing to hold approval
and veto power over Student Senate de
cisions. In turn, the senate could over
rnide an ASUQ presidential veto, and i
controversy remained, the issue could go
betore the student body tor a vote

I'his is an intricate svstem of ol

and balances between executive and
islative branches that has managed
work for two centunes in the nited
States and for more than 100 years in the
state of Oregon, and it will work for the

University's student government

Anv reformed government would be
useless without strong, central leader
shup, something that has been nussing at
the University for vears The executive
\}!l!lllli !w lll‘\uh'li to hl!!llHl_L.: one, unit
ed student voice. Currently, the eves of
the president and vice president look to
thie l.!;1ITd| in Salem. They look to John
son Hall In fact, they seem to look to ey
ervwhere but the students and then
1|I'I'lj\

Yes, funding i1s the most important is
sue facing the University and i1s stu
dents. But what good has the executive

been able to do in the lobbving role |
has created for itself? Not much Budgel
cuts wiere made years ago. Measure 5
1'-1‘-‘-1"! Maore huuh,;u-T cuts are }u'lnil:l'.i
It°s painful to say., but perhaps we
should resign ourselves to the fact that
this problem is too big for us 1o ontrol

I'he problem is the Executive hasnt
done enough to energize an apathetic
student body here at home. By uniting
the student haody by holding student
groups accountable for their own spend
ing, perhaps we could show the state, its

1 thi

legislators, our admimstration and
voters we are worthy of their attention
therr consideration and their money

Students will make up their owl
minds as to whether they want to partici
pate in the system by voling in this
week's elections (although judging trom
recent voter turmout Higures, many ki
decide to do other things with thetr
time

If vou do g0 o the ;Iﬂ:.,i\ Wednesday
and Thursday, at least tell vour leaders
vou want a government that -;u‘!lnl'~ VO
money !1w|,ln1|xlhi\ that has its attention
focused here, and that works., Write on
vour ballot, 1 want a government that
works for me and press oLl tuture

leaders for change

It's not just worth thinking about
It's worth doing
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