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Application of code
should be restricted

Most students are aware of the laws that govern soci-
ety and, for the most part, are aware of the consequences
for violating them. What many students aren't aware of
(but should be) is the University's Student Conduct Code
and exactly how it applies to them.

The code is supposed to provide general guidance for
enforcing those regulations and policies essential to the
educational and research missions of the University."”

Although the University has a substantial interest in
ensuring students and faculty have a hospitable campus
environment in which to perform their duties, it should
be questioned how far that interest extends.

The issue arises from the recent incident in which a
non-student was allegedly beaten by a student off cam-
pus. Some University groups have called for the stu-
dent's expulsion, and the University is investigating
what action it can take, if any.

The fact the University is even considering taking
action provides an example of the code attempting to
reach too far. There are already statutory penalties for
beating someone, and if found guilty by a court of law,
there is adequate enforcement of those penalties (in most
cases).

There is no justification for the University to presume
itself separate from the law, yet there is nothing to pre-
vent it from acting contrary to the law. For example,
oven if a student is found not guilty by.a judge or jury,
there is absolutely nothing to prevent the University
from finding the student in violation of the code and
expelling him or her.

The only way the University could take action is if it
had a lesser burden of guilt to prove. A frightening
thought given the potential impact an adverse ruling
could have on a student — especially after being
declared not guilty in a real court.

The University's authority should extend no further
than the interests of the University. The code should
apply only to University owned property or University-
sponsored or -sanctioned events. This includes Autzen
Stadium, Amazon and Westmoreland student housing,
and the University Inn.

Although greek houses are not owned by the Univer-
sity, they are sanctioned housing, roco?nizod by the Uni-
versity, and should be covered as well.

However, the University claims it has authority over
incidents involving students off campus if the conflict-
ing parties are both students. The code specifically
states, “'In general, off-campus activities of students are
viewed as their personal business."

Yet in the next sentence, the University reserves the
right to act, independently, against any student who vio-
lates the code off campus. Where the University's inter-
est lies in such matters is unclear.

In no way do the independent, off-campus actions of
students (no matter how stupid) interfere with the Uni-
versity’s mission, which is the maximum extent to
which the code should apply
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Projects will solve real problems

by Chns Ramey
and Rand Stamm

e write to rectify mis-
conceptions about the
planned expenditures

from the parking fund that were
mentioned in the Emerald's Feb,
19 editorial.

Each of the projects — cov-
ered bicycle parking, the reorga-
nization of the traffic patterns on
13th Avenue (which includes a
visitors’ information booth) and
the re-striping of University
Strest — is intended to improve
the safety of pedestrians, bicy-
clists and drivers on campus.

At the same time, these pro-
jects are responsive to fiscal
restraints and supportive of
long-standing planning policies
with regard to transportation,
Many of these policies were
adopted in response to student,
faculty and staff pressure for
enhanced safety and a more hos-
pitable campus environment,
especially for bicyclists and
pedestrians,

The problems these projects
will solve are real; they are not

going to go away, and they are in
need of attention, regardless of
the current or future financial
situation of the University and

the state of Oregon.

Two of the projects — the re-
striping of University Street and
the bicycle shelters — are por-
tions of much larger projects
that address theimprovement of
our bicycling system and the
greater utilization of our existing
supply of parking spaces. These
are priorities that have been
identified by the Campus Plan-
ning Committee and other
groups as worthy of undertak-

ing

The consequences of not pur-
suing them are the continued
degradation of our overall envi-
ronment. They are both aimed at
reducing the amount of new
parking that will have to be built
on campus in the future and
have been planned to be as cost
effective as possible.

At the direction of Dan
Williams, the University's vice
president for administration, the
planned gateway columns on
University Street have been

removed from the project in
order to avoid the possibility
that they may be viewed as an
unnecessary l.'\[]t?llﬁl' il] 'hlf‘i[!
uncertain budgetary times

The third project — the 13th
Avenue reorganization — will
solve a multitude of current
problems. First and foremost,
the visitor's booth will increase
the safety of bicyclists and
pedestrians alike by limiting the
amount of automobile traffic
that is allowed on this especial-
Iv busy part of campus.

Secondly, and equally as
important to the safety of all, the
street will be re-striped in a way
that is reflective of how bicycles
and cars share the roadway
throughout the city.

Finally, it will relocate, in a
more logical position, the place
where visitors to campus can
come when they seek parking or
other information.

Chris Ramey is director and
architect for the University Plan-
ning Office. Rand Stamm is the
parking program coordinator .

LETTERS

See Page 1

In response to the Emerald's
Feb. 18 editorial: Requiring peo-
ple to own guns would be like
requiring them to wear seat
belts. It’s a good idea to wear a
seat belt, and it's a good idea to
know how to defend yourself
with or without a gun.

It's also completely unconsti-
tutional to require ownership or
use of guns or seat belts, but that
didn’t stop Oregonians from
passing the seat belt law. If you
want to expose yourself to dynn-
ger, nobody has any right to stop
you. But an argument was made
that seat belt avoiders cause
higher insurance premiums for
all.

Likewise, non-violent victims
increase the criminal-friendl
atmosphere of a noighhorhood’:
raising crime and police costs
for all. It would be nice if every-
one owned a gun or were other-
wise lethal. The only fault with
Liz VanLeeuwen's proposal is

that it tries to legislate good

sense.
Adrian Fields
French

No new taxes

President Clinton got one
thing right: He said jobs are cre-
ated in the private sector. For
this reason, the more taxes col-
lected in the private sector, the
less job growth there will be.

There has never been a tax
hike that improved the econo-
my. For this reason, the public
should demand that Congress
cut spending to balance the
deficit insleag of raising taxes.

The President has not pro-
posed a plan that will end
deficit spending. Each year from
now on, under the President’s
plan, there will still be a deficit
of $200 billion or more. Even if
the President gets all the spend-
ing cuts he asks fcr, Congress
will still be spending more than

it takes in. For this reason, the
national debt will increase and
interest on the debt will grow.
You are being asked to sacrifice
for almost nothing.

When are Americans going to
realize that big government is
hurting the nation by taking
away our ability to produce and
create wealth? When are Amer-
icans going to turn their backs
on the two-party system that
brought us to the crisis we are
facing?

Isn’t it time to find out why
the Libertarian candidate for
President, who was on the ballot
in every state, was refused par-
ticipation in the debates? Maybe
the Republican and Democrat
politicians don't want the public
to hear Libertarian ideas for
change that seriously address
our national problems instead of
making them worse.

Tonie Nathan
Media Coordinator
Libertarian Party of Oregon
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