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REASONABLE
SOLUTIONS

The Supreme Court decision
requires universities to be

responsible for claims of
sexual barassment and liability

’ The harassment in this not negligence — on the University’s part.

g{alsl;a &;zttléﬂzztn\fer- Supreme Court case included This decision differentiates the definition of

other student, allud- a 5th-grade boy touchinga fe-  sexual harassment in schools from sexual harass-

ing to rape and . male classmate’s genitalsand  ment in the work place. In the work place, degrad-
sexual abuse, and the Uni- i breasts repeatedly overa five-  ing comments are enough for liability. To estab-
versity does nothing to & month period. The school did  }igh University liability following the ruling, it
stop it. If a court of law nothing to stop it, even after  must ignore actual physical assault after it be-
deems the content of those several pleas from the girl comes aware of it.
messages sexually harass- and hg: r:{?ther. The tezta](]:her This makes sense when you consider it’s impos-
ing, the University might lose a B oL : Gt‘}':’“ ?’ sec toseperate thetwo  sihle fie univereitios fomonitor student-to-student
lawsuit filed by the victim, under the recent aommaees AL 0 Clasaroci. behavior as closely as an employer can. This is not
Supreme Court decision that strengthens peer-to- The girl only received relief from harassmept af- o say that universities shouldn’t try. But it’s
peer harassment laws at public schools. ::?:rutﬁe boy was found guilty of sexual assault in ridiculous for universities to be liable for speech

It is doubtful, however, that e-mails or other
speech-related offenses would be included in the
court’s definition of severe harassment.

In the Supreme Court’s opinion, Justice Sandra
Day O'Connor explained that situations falling un-
der this precedent would be rare.

“Only where they [schools] are deliberately in-
different to sexual harassment, of which they have
actual knowledge, that is so severe, pervasive and
objectively offensive that it can be said to deprive
the victims of access to educational opportuni-
ties,” she wrote.

Letters to the Editor

It was unclear prior to the Supreme Court ruling
whether peer-to-peer harassment would be in-
cluded in Title IX, which prohibits gender dis-
crimination at all public schools.

Although this decision establishes grounds to
sue the University for student-to-student harass-
ment, the degree of severity that must be reached
to win that type of case is high, exactly where it
should be.

Students should not be able to win damages in
cases that do not involve severe indifference —

and other types of harassment.

Before this case, there were fears that simply be-
ing negligent was enough to be liable. With to-
day’s climate of “sue because my coffee is too
hot,” it is appropriate that the Supreme Court de-
veloped a fair standard of responsibility. It creates
a balance between the University’s responsibility
and a student'’s rights,

This editorial represents the opinion of the Emerald
editorial bogrd. Responses may be sent to ode@ore-

Movement celebrated

I'would like to express my gratitude
to those responsible for the “Neon
Kills” campaign. Their commitment
to this cause has definitely raised
awareness of an important environ-
mental issue that we can all work to
improve.

The inherent evils of dioxin, the
ch?inﬁm]s that leech uén of all heavi-
ly dyed, goldenrod and neon papers,
have been exposed. And with this
knowledge, we can use and recycle
more consciously.

I enjoyed the group’s EMU Am-
phitheater demonstration a few
months ago. They provided vital in-
formation as to how neon does kill,
stating that it contaminates the recy-
cling process, killing paper, killin
fish by leeching toxins into groung
water and rivers, and killing us by
making it difficult and costly to recy-
cle.

I'hope the group doesn’t stop this
campaign. It has been quite successful
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in spreading useful information on
campus, but neon paper is still being
. So I urge you to please avoid us-

ing neon, goldenrod and heavily dyed
paper. When you do find neon paper,
lace it in the low-grade ing bin
use it is a low-grade paper.
Thanks to all the campaigners for

their hard work.
Elizabeth Friedrich
Sociology

Strong arm of the law

The May 19 front page photo of The
Register-Guard speaks volumes on
how the police inflict pain on peace-
ful, nonresisting protesters with utter
impunity. Two officers were inflicti
a pain compliance hold on student
Laura Close while three other officers
looked on.

Both her arms were being twisted
behind her. The photo depicts an im-
age of her screaming in pain. Once
again, our community is witness to
police stepping far beyond their role
of simply apprehending and arresting

by stepping into the role of punishers
as well.

This is not their function, It's the
justice system’s function, But even a
judge wouldn’t sentence protesters to

Anyone who has had their arms
wrenched behind their back by a
schoolyard bully should take a mo-
ment to reflect on what Laura Close
endured at the hands of Eugene’s
finest on May 18.

The police could have simply lifted
her and ejected her, much like police
do with abortion clinic protesters.

Hopefully, students will remember
this incident the next time a vote for
an external police review board
comes up.

An external police review process
is essential to send a strong message
to the police that our community will
not tolerate incidents of police using
excessive force and physical abuse.

Cari Berg
Eugene




