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olons Change Liquor Laws

( t .

I --v.

ll;
Questionnaire Results
Uncover Dissatisfaction

The following are the answers to the student opinion poll
conducted by the COLLEGIAN, along with explanations of the
questions. Four hundred and thirty-tw- o questionnaires were
tallied.

1. DO YOU UNCONDITIONALLY APPROVE of the Cam-

pus Senate's proposal on liquor in its present form?
YES: 24 NO: 76

This is not a "loaded" question. If one does not "uncon-
ditionally" agree with the Senate proposal then he feels it
must be changed in some manner. By 'this question it can be
determined how many students would be satisfied with the new
regulations as proposed and without change.

2. IN VIEW OF the Senate's unanimous vote on the above
proposal, do you feel that the three student representatives
elected at large (Kenneth Klug, Richard Wortman and Paul

Zuydhok) clearly reflected the opinions of their constituents?
YES: 1870 NO': 82

The Campus Senate is supposed to be a representative body;
i.e., students on the Senate should represent student opinion.
By the answers received it can be determined if students feel
that their opinions were accurately reflected in their representa-
tives' unanimous vote.

3. DO YOU KNOW OF ANY ATTEMPT by these student
representatives to determine the opinions of their constituants?

YES: 8 NO: 92
4. BEFORE COMING TO KENYON, had you ever been

exposed to intoxicating beverages?
YES: 96 NO: 4

If you answered yes, what sort of intoxicating beverages?
BEER BELOW 3.2: 37

BEER ABOVE 3.2: 80

WINE ANDOR LIQUOR: 94
This question contradicts the assertion that the majority

of Kenyon's students did not drink before coming to the col-

lege, and that college's drinking policies might have been
deterimental to them.

Analysis on page 3, col. 3

Committee Formed; Combats Resolution
An ad hoc committee has been

formed with the purpose of draft-
ing an alternative alcohol pro-
posal to that of the Campus Sen-
ate. It is headed by John Gable
and Henry Webster and includes
members of all divisions, classes,
and sections of the College.

Webster emphasized that the
committee's purposes were con-
structive. "We intend to embody
the spirit and desires of the Cam-Pu- s

Senate's proposals but to
avoid any unnecessary infringe-
ments on student freedom."

The committee plans rapid ac-
tion, with its organizational meet

SPECIAL EDITION

ing set for today, Friday. Gable
noted that the fourteen day in-

terim period before the formal
Senate vote was insufficient. He
stated, "The very least the Cam-

pus Senate can do is consent of
its own free will to extend the
period."

Furthermore, Gable expressed
considerable dismay over the
"railroading" of this bill. "It
seems," he commented, "that the
Campus Senate has consulted
lawyers, deans, and many self-appoint- ed

authorities on morality,
but one group the students
has been forgotten."

3

Four Members of Ihe Campus
Senate admire ihe syntax of

ihe Senate's resolution, handed
down before a student assem-

bly on Monday afternoon.
From left to right; Warren
Iwasa, student co-auih- or of the
proposals; Dean Haywood, and
Reverend McCallum, Senate
members; Senator Tom Ed-

wards, who assisted in simpli-
fying ihe issue for the stu-

dents' benefit.

Are you satisfied with the Cam-

pus Senate's proposals?

DEAN HAYWOOD:
Yes, and under the circum-

stances I think that they are the
minimum,
nr aw rnwinn:.

A Campus Senate resolution de-

signed to bring the College regu-
lations governing alcoholic con-

sumption more in phase with the
state laws on that matter was
made public before a student as-

sembly on Monday of this week.
In his prefatory comments,

Fresident Lund noted with some
amusement the overwhelming at-

tendance at the meeting. He then
set about denying all rumors to
the effect that the College was
considering prohibition or finaliz-
ing its plans to erect a women's
college in the vicinity. The reso-
lution at hand, said Lund, "In the
words of my nephew . . is no big
thing." The President went into a
broad discussion of the collegiate
condition, stating at one point
that "we maintain here a mini-
mum basic respect for law and
morality," and, "we are addres-
sing ourselves here to a purely
legal issue."

Mr. Lund revealed that the is-

sue in question was that widely
discussed legal point of institu-
tional responsibility. The Senate,
he said, had considered two alter-
natives. The first, inviting State
officials to patrol the campus on
the lookout for violations of the
alcoholic code, would militate
against individual liberty. The
second, which the Campus Senate
rested on, involves removing the
responsibility in such cases result-
ing from the misuse of alcohol
from the institution, now acting

How would you define
tent or flagrant?"
DEAN HAYWOOD:

That I think must be denned
by the Dean of Students.

in loco parentis, and placing it on
the individual student and the
fraternity divisions. President
Lund concluded his remarks by
citing the real issue, which he
posed as, "How do you preserve
personal freedom while insisting
on individual responsibility?"

Mr. Lund yielded to Mr. Frank-
lin Miller, Professor of physics
and Chairman of the Campus Sen-
ate. Chairman Miller said that he
would go into "details and pro-

cess" of the issue. While the
Chase Society distributed copies
of the Senate's proposals, Miller
said that final action on the reso-

lution is forthcoming probably
in the space of two or three
weeks.

The resolution, entitled "Regu-
lations Governing Alcoholic Bev-

erages at Kenyon" expressed in
cautious and convoluted terms the
will of the Campus Senate the
removal of present privileges
from any student under the age
of twenty-on- e. It expanded Mr.
Lund's comments by saying, "The
Senate considers the moral issue
to be of the same magnitude as
the legal one."

Professor Miller, speaking in
hurried and often levitous tones,
said, "We derive our action from
the pre-existi- ng philosophy of
campus government," and con-

tinued, "I think that many stu-

dents feel that these are desir-
able changes." Miller's remarks

Turn io page 4, col. 1

Senate Members Discuss Revisions
In order to clarify some of the vaguer aspects of this issue, the

Collegian posed a set of questions to the members of the Campus
Senate. Following are the answers of President Lund, Dean Hay-

wood and Edwards, Professors Hettlinger, Miller, and McCulloh,
Mr. McCallum; and student members Hamilton, Iwasa, Klug, Wort-ma- n,

and Zuydhoek. The interviews were conducted seperately.

Comments by Dean Haywood,
Dean Edwards, and Rev. Mc-

Callum an answer to questions
posed by the Collegian.

DEAN EDWARDS:
Certainly here is one of the

areas that needs further study. I
would also like to know what is

really meant by the phrase before
I assume the responsibility of en--

tion. I have no basis for knowing forcing the new regulations.
until they've been given a try.

"persis
So as not to avoid the question,

however, I do see an analogy be-

tween the management of a tav- -

ern and a fraternity party. Should
a tavern gain the reputation of

Turn to page if col. 1

t Wettest fruynt t&e &cUt&i

Senate's concerning alcohol on thisThe Campus proposalsIt seems to me that the question
is not whether I am satisfied but campus represent no tyrannous act. It is merely a proposal, not
that the College is satisfied by the a law. The Senate has solicited comment, and this newspaper
change in regulations to conform nas endeavored to fulfill its function by discussing the issues
with the State code. It seems high- - involyed at length

that the Senate needsly probable te ,g intentionall t j to imropfiiHn t V--i ac o Hirtc in ltc Tirn- - 1

the will of eleven men on us all. The willingness of its indi- -
posal that appear to be impract- -

ical and unenforceable. Despite vidual members faculty, students, and administration to

the existing faults, however, I do cooperate with the staff of this newspaper is evidence of that,
believe that what is being offered They seem most willing to consider alternate proposals. But
is a unique and unusual oppor- - tnese pr0p0sals must be specific and practical. Categorical op- -

tunity for students to accept in- - ition is "shadow boxing." It is not constructive. It helps
dividual and corporate responsi- -

determine whether a superior proposal is possible,
bility for their own decisions and J

actions. Many students want to The policy of this newspaper is to try to stimulate an
reject this precarious position in analysis of all the implications and ramifications of this pro-fav- or

of one that gives them pro- - posal.
lection from accolading the law,
and yet holds others liable for
their actions and behavior.
MR. McCALLUM:

It is difficult for a person who
is here for only a year to make a

proper judgement on this ques- -

It is this editor's opinion that what is needed is the best
possible expression of the college's intention. If a mistake is

made, the blame rests with us all, unless we all attempt to ap-

proach this problem rationally with a view to determining the
best possible solution.

Barry M. Bergh
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Four questions are on the minds of all students this week:

1. Do the student representatives on the Campus Senate

adequately represent opinion on this campus?
2. Are the recent proposals on drinking really the product

of democratic process, or are they administration fiat

in disguise?
3. Are these proposals the minimal steps that must be

taken by the college to absolve itself of responsibility?
4. It they are, how rigorously will the College enforce

them?
I

Professor Franklin Miller, Chairman of the Campus Senate,
declared last Monday: "The Campus Senate is a democratic
organization that represents all shades of opinion on the cam-

pus." We doubt this. Remember that two of the five members
of the Senate are not popularly elected, but appointed by a
three man executive committee of the Student Council. It is

the overwhelming opinion of the studentry that the student
representatives on the Senate have not "clearly expressed the
opinion of their constituents." Accordingly, we make the fol-

lowing proposal: That four of the five student members of the
Campus Senate be elected from the student body by school-wid- e

election; that the fifth be the President of the Council, but
that it also be mandatory and not optional, as it is now that
he be elected to his office by school-wid- e election. This is a pro-

posed constitutional amendment and shall be petitioned for
under the regulations governing such petitions as specified in
the constitution.

II
The fact that these proposals concerning campus drinking

were voted upon does not imply that they were the product of
democratic process. These proposals were initiated by the ad-

ministration to protect itself legally (and this is certainly justi-
fiable); they were formulated in order that they absolve the
college of responsibility. They are not administration fiat in dis-

guise. They are the product of the administration's efforts to
work within the constitutional framework of government at this
college. It is possible that the proposals are less at fault than
the procedure by which they were arrived at.

Judge Harter and William --SeBaaaiifi, bot n oi ooiumDus,
have given the college its legal advice on this matter. Certainly,
we are ill-equip-

ed to discuss legal issues with Judge Harter and
Attorney --&danout this campus is not convinced that the
proposals represent the minimum step the college must take to
absolve itself of the responsibility. Indeed, such vague wording
is suspicious . . . Students favor the college's self-protectio- n,

but we want also as much student freedom as possible. The stu-
dents strongly suspect that these proposals, maladroitly ex-

pressed as they are, allow the college not only to protect itself,
but also to use the law as a guise for sharply curtailing the con-

sumption of alcohol on this campus. We urge that the college
confront the student body face to face with its legal counsel.
Therefore, the Senate should postpone a vote of these proposals
until the situation has been more clearly explained to the stu-
dents.

IV
The convoluted construction of these proposals leaves their

interpretation too open. The implications of these proposals
must be clearly understood. If the proposals are not clarified,
then either the Judical Board or the Dean of Students will
clarify them through test cases. This will turn individual cases

into instances; the student will be made to feel that he is being

punished so that he might serve as an example. If the proposals

are passed as they now stand, the only effective regulation will

be our fear of their interpretation.
The Campus Senate has paid lip service long enough to

vague notions of corporate and individual responsibility. The
Campus Senate's action concerning alcohol regulations is their
most spectacular example of irresponsible behavior this year.

One of the Senate's primary functions is to serve as an

organ of communication between the component parts of the
college: administration, faculty, and students. The deliberations
concerning alcohol consumption were foolishly carried on in a

"cloak and dagger" fashion. In essence, only eleven men partici-

pated in this communication.
The Senate has clearly neglected its responsibility. The

manner in which this problem has been handled has served
only to increase student apprehension concerning their con-

clusions. This apprehension reached near panic proportions
prior to the assembly. If the assembly is an example of how
well the Campus Senate can "communicate," then they are in-

capable of fulfilling their constitutionally intended purpose.
We urge the following steps: 1. That the student opinion

polls influence the Campus Senate and convince it of the neces-
sity of serious introspection. 2. That ratification be delayed to
promote sensible discussion, more legal advice be obtained, and
possible alternate proposals be drafted. 3. If these proposals
must be passed, that they specify exactly how stringently they
will be enforced. This is perhaps the most important point.
Anyone except the most naive will realize this is necessary.
4. That the proposed amendment concerning student represen-
tation on the Senate be enacted in time for this April's election.

Fraternities Snub Measure;
Psi U., Delta Phi Unanimous

Six out of ten fraternities op-

posed the proposed drinking reg-
ulations passed at recent meet-
ings. Psi U. was "categorically op-

posed" to any change; Alpha Del-
ta Phi and Delta Phi took strong
exception to the proposals; and
Delta Tau Delta instructed its IFC
and Council representatives to
voice the fraternity's disapproval
of the proposed Senate legisla-
tion. D. K. E. and A. L. O. also
opposed the measures.

Middle Kenyon Association
urged the retention of the sen-
tence containing the words "per-
sistent" and "flagrant." Other
fraternities postponed action, or
refused official comment.

The following is the Psi Upsilon
resolution.

A RESOLUTION
The Iota Chapter of Psi Upsilon

Fraternity assembled hereby goes
on record as categorically opposed
to the misleading and unsatisfac-
tory changes in the rules of the
College, as contained in the docu-
ment "Regulations Governing Al-
coholic Beverages at Kenyon."
Not only would these changes be

detrimental to the social life of
the College, but they bode ill for
student freedom and the exercise
of the right of free choice. These
changes would almost certainly
work against the fraternity sys-
tem as we know it today. The
Campus Senate must find some
way in which to ascertain student
opinion on this matter, if there is
to be any pretense of democratic
student rule at Kenyon.

Psi Upsilon's representatives on
the Student Council and the I.F.C.
are hereby instructed and bound
to vigorously oppose in every
way the proposed changes in the
rules and traditions of Kenyon.
Copies of this resolution are being
sent to the Campus Senate, the
Student Council, the I.F.C, the
COLLEGIAN, the leaders of the
Alumni of the Iota, and President
Lund.

Voted by acclamation.
Attest,

Floyd Sanford Linton,
President, Iota of Psi Upsilon
Richard Henry Lee,
Corresponding Secretary

January 22

Student Comment

Gable Underscores Way of Life
To Ihe Editor:

When I was a freshman, I lis-

tened to a number of speeches

during Orientation Week. They

told of a college where student
freedom was emphasized, rather
than tolerated or denigrated. They

told of a college with a heritage

of respect for the individual's
rights to make as much or as

little of his life intellectually,

socially, and morally as he chose,

within the bounds of respect for

others' rights to do the same. I

must admit that this philosophy

did not appeal to me much at the

time. Coming from the back-

ground of a strict New England

church school, I had very definite
ideas about what was right and
what was wrong. I still do, and

I cherish and laud my experience

in preparatory school, but I came

to believe that it was the individ-

ual's God-give- n right to choose

whatever path he wished. Ken-yon- 's

official attitude largely con-

vinced me of this. But since my

freshman year, there it seems

that there has been a gradual
retreat from this ideal.

The "pajama parade" seems a

good example of this. I was never
a proponent of this Victorian out-

let for boyish high spirits, but
since any freshman or sophomore

could easily avoid participation,
why should it not have continued?
Trouble could have resulted from

this venerable custom, it could

have gotten "out of hand", some-

body could have gotten hurt, so

rather than deal with probf.

always concurrent with freed-rathe-
r

than cope with freed-w- e

supress it or reject it. Th;t

surely a thesis with wide sup-- ,

among historians, sociologists ;

psychologists. Men so often ;:

that the wrong choice will

made, or they fear the freer

to make choices itself, and sot-preclud- e

or limit the possifc;

of making choices. I believe
I am my brother's keeper in

biblical sense, for instance, :

current trends seek to in;;

tionalize this.
The demise of the "paj;

game" is no longer an issue,

this is a good example of

has been going on at Kenyon

last few years. The abolition

the freshman-sophomo- re "tug-war-
"

over the Kokosing, the at

tion of "raids" on the fresh-dorm- s,

the infringements and

ductions placed on "hell w:
and the ever-growi- ng list

rules are others. The rules eh;

so much from year to year v

last year's handbook each S

tember begins to be as mt.:

part of the past as Phik-Chase'- s

wardrobe. This has g--
:

stop, and it has got to stop r

If the proposed changes in,

drinking rules are adopted
out considerable revision bo'.:

to content and implication.
Kenyon College I have be:

"oriented" to will no longer e

Perhaps the vision of social !:

dom imparted to me by the Y.

yon of September, 1961, w;

mirage from the beginning, t.

don't think so. I refuse to be

it.
This is a short letter mes:

.express concern over the e

nent demise of Kenyon trad::

I am fully aware of the c

problems involved in the S;

proposals. The intrusion of

State of Ohio in the campus :

ture is another question, for

ample, although it has never':

demonstrated to my satis'a

that the State has, or eve:

tends to intrude into Gar

social life. There are cer::

many issues involved, but no:

least of them is the destru:

of the Kenyon College of

we have been proud to be a ;

Kenyon men, however, neec

despair, because surely stu:

and faculty must and will

with the bodies of campus ,

eminent in avoiding this ir

dible aberration in Kenyon';

cial and moral traditions.
John A. Gal

To ihe Editor:
The proposed drinking

have two implications. The

absolves the College of all

responsibility for acts conw

by students who by the la

Ohio are illegally under the

fluence of alcohol. This is f'--
r

for one, do not want to sh-jai- l

cell with Dean Edward;

more than he wants to shaft'

with me.
T'.e second, "which acco'

to legal advice, is not the ol

tion of the College," emp

the College to act "as an enf

ment agency of the State ir

lation to individual or group

tions." If the Dean can ket
"ass" out of student drinkin-- ;

fairs, he can keep his no'
too. The apartment raids

doorknob sniffing of all t'v'
cent memory are evidence
objectionable enforcement '
sures condoned by the
These along with carding a' ;

Turn to page 3, col. 5
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Present and Proposed
These proposals were handed out at 'the Assembly last Monday.

Introduction

In accordance with the Constitution of the Campus Government
of Kenyon College, the Campus Senate is charged with the obligation
to ". . legislate rules necessary for the regulation of student life
and extracurricular affairs." In 1964, the Senate promulgated a state-

ment on "Principles and Rules of Behavior" in which "imposed con-

formity" is rejected in favor of "a substantial area of personal free-

dom for the student." Respoi .sible behavior is set forth as "a personal
challenge and opportunity." This statement was adopted on May 13,

1964, and appears on pp. 15-1- 6 of the Student Handbook.

Throughout the first semester, 1964-6- 5, the Senate has considered
the regulation of alcoholic beverages on the campus, believing this
to be the topic which most urgently requires study at this time. Three
considerations weighed heavily in the Senate's thinking:

(1) Concern among the public about the steady increase in

drunkenness among minors, and driving and other accidents
arising therefrom has raised the question with a new
urgency.

(2) There is evidence of a definite trend towards stricter en-

forcement of the existing laws on the part of State authori-
ties which might, if not anticipated by interior action, re-

sult in vigorous enforcement on college campuses.

(3) No institution of higher learning which allows widespread
disregard of laws of the land on its campus and among its
students can hope to maintain its place of leadership in
society, not can it hereby inculcate a responsible attitude
toward law and order among its graduates.

The problem is thus both a legal one and a moral one; the Senate
considers the moral issue to be of the same order of magnitude as
the legal one, although perhaps less susceptible of ready solution.

I. Revised Rule on Alcoholic Beverages Relative to Individuals
The following new legislation is hereby formally proposed to re-

place Rule II D (p. 17 of the Student Handbook) :

ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES
The College calls the attention of all students io Section

4301.83-- 2 of the Revised Code of the Stale of Ohio which pro-

hibits the acquisition or consumption of beer (of less than 3.2

alcoholic content) by any person under 18, and of intoxicating
liquor (including beer above 3.2 alcoholic content) by those
under 21, except under the supervision of a physician, parent
or legal guardian. Section 4301.69, with the same exceptions,
provides that any person selling or furnishing beer (of less than
3.2 alcoholic content) to a person under 18, or intoxicating
liquor (including beer above 3.2 alcoholic content) to a person
under 21, is subject to prosecution by Stale authorities.

The College expects all its members to abide by these laws
and in no way condones violations. Student funds administered
through College accounts will not be used for the purchase of
intoxicating liquor (including beer above 3.2 alcoholic content).

Immoderate use of alcohol which renders any student in-

capable of looking after himself, or which results in offensive
behavior or disorderly conduct, is unacceptable and will be
penalized.

Drinking shall be confined to the immediate vicinity of stu-

dent residences and lodges. No drinking is permitted at intra-
mural or intercollegiate athletic events.

Kenyon students visiting other schools are subject to the
regulations of these institutions.

PRESENT RULE:
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES

The College does not prohibit the moderate use of alcoholic
beverages in dormitories and divisions, but does require orderly
and socially responsible conduct at all times and under all con-

ditions. Drinking shall be confined to the immediate area of the
divisions and lodges. Bars are not permitted in divisions or other
college buildings.

No drinking is permitted at intramural or .intercollegiate
'athletic events.

Kenyon students visiting other schools are subject to the
regulations concerning drinking at those institutions.

Interpretation of Revised Rule

The Senate has rejected three distinctly different approaches:
(a) to impose total prohibition on the campus which would sub-
stantially violate the personal freedom of students; (b) to set up the
College as an enforcement agency of the State in relation to individ-
ual or group actions which, according to legal advice, is not the
obligation of the College; or (c) to consider enforcement of State
liquor laws a matter solely between student and State which would
leave the impression that the College is indifferent to the observance
of law. Careful study of the new rule wil reveal that the College
expects that individuals will observe the law and requires individ-
uals to accept responsible standards. Only in certain cases (use of
funds administered through College accounts; rushing parties which
are College functions see below) does the College, as such, en-

force the law because it is officially involved.

II. Revised Rules on Alcoholic Beverages Relative to Fraternities
The Senate recognizes that liquor regulations will have con-

siderable impact upon fraternity life. The actions of individual fra-erni- ty

members are covered adequately by the general regulation
(see above). Two additional rules are hereby formally proposed,
dealing specifically with fraternities corporately.

The following rule replaces Rule 1 C under Rushing Rules (p. 56
of the Student Handbook) :

THE KENYON COLLEGIAN PAGE THREE

Regulations
C. At all of thee scheduled activities nonalcoholic beverages

must be available, and no fraternity may at any time serve beer
of less than 3.2 alcoholic content) to any person under 18 or
serve intoxicating liquor (including beer above 3.2 alcoholic
content) to any person who is under 21. Failure on the part of a
fraternity to observe this rule may lead io the denial of rushing
privileges.

PRESENT RULE:
At all of those scheduled activities nonalcoholic beverages

must be available. Nothing stronger than beer may be served by
the fraternity to the rushees during any of the parties but that
of Saturday, October 7. No alcoholic beverages may be served
by the fraternity to the freshmen except at scheduled rushing
activities. Fraternities and the rushes are responsible for seeing
that the use of alcoholic beverages is not abused.

It is possible, of course, that fraternities might choose not to
serve liquor at rushing parties because of the difficulty of avoiding
infractions. If there is disregard for the law the College may have to
forbid the serving of any alcoholic beverage at rushing parties.

The following revision of item 7, page 54 of the Student Hand-
book section on Fraternity Responsibilities is hereby formally pro-

posed: :

7. Drinking: Fraternities are expected to abide by Section
4301.69 of the Revised Code of the Slate of Ohio which forbids
the sale or provision of beer (of less than 3.2 alcoholic content)
to any person under 18 or of intoxicating liquor (including beer
above 3.2 alcoholic content) to anyone under 21 except by a
physician, parent, or legal guardian. Fraternities breaking this
law are liable to prosecution by State authorities, and lounges
or lodges usde in violation of the law are liable to be padlocked
under Section 4301.73. Any persistent or flagrant violation of the
law by a fraternity will result in action by the College, even if
State authorities are not involved.

A fraternity is further held responsibile for any corporate
activity which encourages any of its members to drink immod-
erately, or which results in an injury to persons or damage to
property. Isolated individual failures in restraint are not charge-

able to the fraternity. However, any fraternity or social group
is liable to disciplinary measures if it condones violations by
individual members or fails io show active concern for those
who are chronically unable io drink without injury io themselves
or offense io society.

PRESENT RULE:
7: Drinking: any fraternity which actively or passively allows its

members to injure or seriously affect themselves as a result of
alcohol will be punished. More positively, it is expected that a
fraternity will express an active concern for any of its members
who are liable to cause injury to themselves as a result of alcohol.
This is necessary if moral, social, and academic decorum is to be

maintained. Once again it is not a question of single incidents,
but rather of the tone of the division.

In the first paragraph of item 7 above, of proposal, fraternities
are expected to observe the law and are warned about legal conse-

quences. In the second paragraph of item 7, fraternities are required
by the College to exercise responsibility.

Every college community enjoys special privileges and must as-

sume special responsibilities. The Campus Senate has proposed these
regulations only after serious study, in the expectation that individ-

uals and fraternities will make sincere efforts to retain the privilege
of determining their own conduct within limits set by decency and
by law. To this end, the Senate earnestly seeks the understanding
and cooperation of all members of the campus community.

See Results on First Page

Poll Evidences Opposition
The results of the Collegian

poll are dealt with best in reverse
order. Admittedly, the over-
whelming affirmative response to

the last question bespeaks of a
certain amount of adolescent va-

nity. Students fear that confessing
to previous intestinal virginity
will seriously malign their matur-
ity. This fact is particularly ap-

parent when the selection of spir-
its fermenti is categorized. The
body of students (947) revealed
that their previous experience had
been with either wine or hard
liquor. If the poll cencerned their
amorous careers, and would be
similarly departmentalized, these
same students would probably ad-

mit that they had undergone
heated affairs with Russian coun-

tesses before orientation week.
There remains no doubt about

the truth of the other three re-

sponses. It is indeed surprising
that the Campus Senate solicited
the opinion of only 87 of its con-

stituents before passing its case.
That 927 of us were left in the

Compared

dark indicates a weak under-
standing of democratic procedure
on the part of our student repre-

sentatives.

Nevertheless, the figure drops
from 927 to 827 when the stu-

dents are asked if the decision
rendered actually reflects their
opinion. All this points to is the
existence of a swing group, con-

sisting of 10 of the student body,
that didn't care to have its opin-

ion solicited, but felt that the
student representatives acted un-

consciously in accord with their
views.

In sum, the main quarrel seems
to be with the manner in which
the legislation was enacted and
not profoundly with the issue it-

self. (Note the 247- - approval of

the bill.) The number of those
who disagree with the Campus
Senate's mode of operations
(827) seems to amount to a

sharp repudiation of the resolu-

tion of the grounds of legislative
malfeasance.

Council Blasts
Regulations

On Monday night Warren M.
Iwasa presented the topics of dis-
cussion during the last Senate
meeting. There were five areas
of discussion, but the only one
discussed by the Council was the
first, the new rules on drinking.

Immediately after Iwasa's re-

port, Cocks read a statement by
the president of Psi Upsilon,
Floyd S. Linton, and moved that
this statment be included in the
Student Council's minutes. The
statement "categorically rejected"
the Senate's proposals. The motion
was passed.

This statement was followed by
a petition which Cocks also asked
to be included in the minutes. The
petition "categorically rejected"
the Senate's proposed changes in
the drinking regulations. It had
been signed, said Cocks, by 123

students in the space of approxi-
mately one and one half hours.
After some discussion this motion
was passed also.

William T. Wright, Jr., brought
up the question of vagueness in
the proposed drinking regulations.
Bergh also expressed concern
over this vagueness. Specifically,
Bergh was "concerned with the
intentions of the College," and
wondered just "how much should
the students trust the adminis-

tration" to interpret and enforce
these rules.

Bergh then made a motion to
suggest a "more explicit state-
ment of what follow up will be
made of this enactment."

At this point Iwasa broke in
and explained that since the stu-

dents live in college dorms, the
college is legally responsible for
their actions and would be liable
in case of accidents resulting from
drinking. Iwasa went on to add
that the changes are inevitable
and "will probably change the
situation radically." .

But Bergh and Cocks were not
convinced that the school's awk-

ward legal problems should be
solved at the expense of the stu-

dents' freedom. During the en-

suing discussion, they brought out
several points to substantiate
their opposing position: (1) the
students are not in agreement
with the Senate as indicated by
the petition against drinking
changes, (2) there is, inherent in
the proposed rules, the false im-

plication that if one is moderate
in drinking, he can break the law,
(3) the fact that the administra-
tion is moving into an area of
legislating morals a philosophy
in direct opposition with the his-

torical concepts of Kenyon, and
(4) the deliberate vagueness of
the drinking legislation which
places the responsibility for en-

forcement in the hands of Dean
Edwards.

Concerning Dean Edwards'
ability to enforce these rules,
Cocks further said, "I don't trust
him, and I don't think anyone
else on this campus trusts him . . .

If clarification is not made, the
Dean will be able to make any
penalty according to his discre-
tion."

Lawrence F. Leventon concur-
red in this opinion. His reason
being that after talking with the
Dean and discussing the problem
of enforcement with him, Leven-
ton came away with the impres-
sion that these regulations, if
passed, would be enforced "to the
letter of the law."

After defeating a motion by
Burton J. Hurwitz to postpone
discussion, Bergh's motion to ask
for clarification by the Senate
was passed, and the meeting was
adjourned.
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were occasionally interrupted by
strident hisses and boos from sev-

eral quarters of the auditorium.
Mr. Miller appeared to draw the
most violent reaction with the
following statement: "Unfortu-
nately, we cannot legislate mor-

als." The students responded to

this statement with booing and
catcalls.

Professor Miller then intro-

duced Mr. William Hamilton,
President of the Student Council.
Hamilton spoke with quiet self-assuran- ce

on the role of the fra-

ternities in connection with the
new proposal. His remarks drew
the same unfavorable reaction as

Professor Miller's. Professor Mil-

ler then called for questions.
The first question was con-

cerned with the possibility of a

student referendum on the issue.
Miller replied with a smiling,
"No". He qualified by saying that
such a referendum would be un-

constitutional. Mr. Hamilton step-

ped up to announce that all dic-cussi- on

of the problem will take
place in the representative chan-

nels of student government. He

advised anyone with complaints
or questions to refer them to his
student council representative.
The next question was "What
possible effect could a discussion
in Council haye on this legisla-
tion?" A wave of applause fol-

lowed this question, which was
posed by a member of the Stu-

dent Council. Mr. Hamilton ans-

wered by explaining that discus-
sion in Student Council leads to
final resolution in the Campus
Senate.

Many questions followed de-

manding clarification of certain
passages of the resolution. In ans-

wer to these, President Lund ad-

mitted that the whole statement
was "deliberately vague." The
sentence that came under consi-

derable fire was the revision of
item 7, page 54 of the Student
Handbook which, if enacted, will
state, "Any persistent or flagrant
violation of the law by a frater-
nity will result in action by the
College, even if State authorities
are not involved." Professor Mil-

ler attempted to answer all ques-
tions by saying that the final def-

inition of this, as well as all ques-

tionable extracts of the resolu-
tion, is in the hands of the Judi-
cial Board.

The last to speak was Dean Ed-

wards, who straightforwardly de-

clared that the changes in regu-
lations lifts the responsibility in
these matters from his shoulders.
Said he, "I just want to make it
clear that it's not my ass that
they're going to get."

willfully ignoring the Ohio Code
it will become subject to authority
and due process. Similarly, should
a fraternity openly and deliber-
ately service minors, with no re-

gard for College rules, then it will
be subject to College authority.
Every opportunity will be given
to the fraternity to assume its re-

sponsibility to comply with the
state laws.
MR. McCALLTJM:

Definitions of the law are us-

ually filled out by precedents
which follow the administration
of the law rather than by com-
plete and precise definition be-

forehand.

What precipitated these
changes?

DEAN HAYWOOD:
We had one communication

from an official on the State Li-

quor Board asking what we were
doing about the "teenage drinking

(

r vv s

v
I

I

Pictures
at an

Exhibition

Campus Senate Interviews, Continued
problem." Where this started, of
ocurse, was in the self-stud- y,

which created the Campus Senate
and gave it this problem to deal
with. The fact is, we had already
started to explore this topic be-

fore that communication from the
State was received.

DEAN EDWARDS:
This has been adequately

answered in the paper given to
students at Monday's assembly.

MR. McCALLUM:
The reasons are stated in the

introduction to the paper distri-
buted at the assembly by the
Compus Senate.

Will the new rides encourage
surreptitious drinking?

DEAN HAYWOOD:
No. The only change that I see

here is the attempt to make the
student aware of his

.:.
!.r- -

L

rt

i IV
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DEAN EDWARDS:
Perhaps it might, but the Col-

lege is making quite clear to all
persons exactly what the Ohio
Code says. Just because there are
violations of a law does not justi-
fy the law being disregarded. Nor
should a college campus become
a sanctuary where state laws are
ignored. Kenyon students should
be exposed to the same laws, no
better no worse, than any other
resident in Ohio. We are constant-
ly being reminded, however, that
most colleges choose not to place
any confidence in their students
when campus drinking is con-
sidered.
MR. McCALLUM:

The success or failure of the new
regulations will depend almost
entirely on the sense of rseponsi-bilit- y

which individual students
bring to bear on their own per-
sonal conduct in relation to the
law of the land and on the good

1

X.

1 --
a- .
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will of the fraternities toward
their own responsibilities to their
members. The rules themselves
will not necessarily encourage
surreptitious drinking; it will be
the students and fraternities
themselves who will make that
decision.

How will these new regulation,'!
be enforced?
DEAN HAYWOOD:

Kenyon does not intend to deny
its students their rights under the
law. I don't think any student
has anything to fear that is mod-
erate and modest.
DEAN EDWARDS:

I can answer this better after I
have further consultations with
the Campus Senate. I, too, have
some questions to ask.
MR. McCALLUM:

(Mr. MeCallum declined to ans-
wer, saying that he is not suf-
ficiently familiar with the intri
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ties and routine roomchecks ir:

'

be avoided.
With the following gro.j

rules, I believe the Dean --

clearly and easily enforce
College's and State's rules
everyone's satisfaction.
1. Do not interfere with the s-

ting and consumption of ale.

in the immediate vicinity of;-den- t

residences and lodges.
2. Let the responsible parties;
sent (chaperones, proctors, ;

ternity officers) determine
a student is incapable of loot

after himself and when his

havior is offensive or disord-an- d

let them handle the it;

vidual.
3. Make the Campus Security:,
partment's job one of assist;

when requested by the respc:

ble parties rather than one

judgment.
4. Since drunken driving pre;,

the biggest threat to the indi.

ual's and the College's sa!T

prohibit driving on the Hill c

ing those hours (e.g., 10 to 1

Dance Weekends) when a g

many students who have t-dri- nking

will be walking in

streets. If a student must use

car, the not-too-lo- ng walk of!.

Hill to it should help sober hir

5. Enforce the State laws r

when a violation occurs ou'..

the College, i.e., somewhere c::

than on the Hill, on Middle F;

or in the vicinity of the It::

and student residences. Thu-underag- e

drinker will be held

his drinking only if it lead;

some violation of a law c;

than Section 4301.63-- 2 (OhioC

Revised) .

There is no reason for the C

lege to go out of its way to p:

itself a toady of the State Lie.

Board.
Sincerely,
Robin F. Goldsmith :

ei

H

To the Editor: m

For those interested in W

Campus Senate, and its new p: ri
posals, let me make a few s. K

gestions. Do not receive of : rs

Senate or the College commur. n

as democratic. I

Students should not think:
their opinions must have s ci.

weight in determining Co.: vi

policy; rather students shou!; bl

aware that the administn' M

thinks it wise to listen to stir G

opinion on non-academ- ic issue: vi

Faculty (notably Professor): re
ler) and administration there: Wi

must not pretend that stud; be

have a real say. Because if f

do, then students, who fully ;

c)i
Turn to page 6, col. 1

H

M
Ec

cacies of the Constitution.)
q- -

Was this done in the "f cil

democratic way possible?" pr

DEAN HAYWOOD: co
itsYes. I can think of no o:

deway that could have given
tostudents a greater hand in dett

ining legislation.
ag

th
DEAN EDWARDS: es

'

For the most part yes, but Tl
also face the fact that cot; TI
are not run by democratic F tic
cedures. In this instance it she tic
be considered that a change an
the drinking rules has ha
made by administrative fiat. ' co
is being done is in accord idt
the Campus Constitution. --

Campus
M;

Senate, composed of5' thi

dents, faculty, and administ"1 an

conceived and proposed the k V,

lation and submitted it to the f th.

dent body for comment and f re
01structive suggestions.
in(Turn 'to page 5. col.
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Further Comments, Alibis, By Campus Senate Members
Democratic government docs

not necessarily mean that all is-

sues will be resolved by popular

vote. If the qustlon of drinking
were put to popular vote there is

little doubt that most students
would favor no-holds-bar- red

drinking rules.
The courts have said, and they

have been very clear on this point,

that the college must accept fiduc-

iary responsibilities. If our old

rules remain, we could be avoid-

ing that responsibility, and could
, . i 11,, lloKlo Wp rnuld state

ie i our policy as total prohibition
But we havea dry campus.

rity : chosen to put confidence and re-ssis'- u;

sponsibility in students.

R REV. McCALLUM:
Ms Yes. The Campus Senate is as

representative of the students as

Pres any body of its kind could be,
infc judging from the way in which

: ss the student representatives have
1'H participated in the discussions.

o: Deans Haywood and Edwards
a r and Rev. McCallum represent the

ve i administration on the Campus
8 it Senate.
t us

Comments by William Hamil- -

ton and Warren Iwasa in answer
lws : to questions posed by the Colle- -
s

gian.
ere ::

dlen Are you satisfied with the Cam- -
le ''-p-

us Senate's proposals?
Tte

HAMILTON:h.,;

leJ. Yes, because I've been work
ing at it since its inception, i
think it's a sensible, sane ap- -

proach.

the ; IWASA:
, to;r Yes. I prefer it to a dry campus,

te L:

How would you define "persist-

ent or flagrant?"

HAMILTON:
Persistent, moderate or not,

means more than once. Flagrant?
Well, if a fraternity gets drunk,

.runs in town, ana Dusts up tnenew

jes. ;Keg, I would consider that flag-,- e

0; rant. That is, if a fraternity does

(mrrp not pay obeisance to the code.

IWASA:

think: Persistent if a violation has oc-a- ve

i:curred more than once. A flagrant
, --.violation is one that might, be
shoul- -

blatantly obvious to perhaps the
jnjjtr.Mount Vernon community or the
(0 S5--Gamb-

ier community. One flagrant
c violation, I should think, should

es5ir jresult in disciplinary action. That
Ujwould be something the judicial

. s(l.;;board will handle.
se if -

.

full' What PTecipitated
' changes?

ol. 1

these

'HAMILTON:
The first work has done in

March of last year when Dean
Edwards proposed his seventeen
questions to the Student Coun- -

".cil. These were the basis for the
projected revision in the rules of
conduct contained in section two,

no
c;items A through E of the stu
dent code. A, B, C, and E are nextgiven

in deti
,..to be revised. These are on the

agenda now, but drinking was
thought the most pressing issue,
especially after all the articles in

s, but The Cleveland Plain Dealer, and
it co--TI- ME, to mention two publica-:rati- c

'lions that have played up the na-- o

it sh tionwide problem of drinking
chanf among the underaged. Now, never
has :has there been any direct state
fiat. Confrontation here. The general

;Cord 'dea of the rule change came in
tion. 'March. This fall there were these
;ed of'ngs about drinking nationwide
inistri'-3n-d we took immediate action.
theleWe derived another reason from

to the-:'h- e Ietter that Dean Edwards had
t and Received this summer from the

3hio State Liquor Board request-:o- l.

1
ng specificat ions on the liquor

problem at Kenyon. That's one
indication that the state is show-
ing increased interest.
IWASA:

I believe that the immediate
cause for the Campus Senate pro-

posals were the incident at Darien,
Connecticut and the drying up of
Trinity College. These incidents
affected the public view as to
undergraduate drinking and made
it clear that changes in Kenyon's
code had to be effected. When the
Campus Senate adjourned last
Spring, they agreed to consider
in the Fall the question of drink- -

ing at parties. What made it quite
clear that what we're doing was
important was the case involving
a Kenyon student's buying beer
for several Mt. Vernon minors.

Hou will these new regulations
be enforced?

HAMILTON:
I don't know. In my personal

opinion Dean Edwards laid it
open at Monday's meeting. Cer-

tainly enforcement will be on a

middle ground between staring
down someone's drink and ignor-
ing the thing altogether. But Ed-

wards will be the immediate en-

forcer. I think Professor Miller
was mistaken when he referred
all cases to the Judicial Board.
However, this will require a test
case, which would be handled by
the Dean.
IWASA:

By the Dean of Student's of-

fice and its agents, e.g. the Secur-
ity Department and Mr. Cass. Al-

so, I should think that the frater-
nities, their officers, and faculty
chaperones will help in the en-

forcement of these regulations.

Was this done in the most
democratic way possible?"

HAMILTON:
Yes, it was done in an excellent

manner. Most student reaction has
been favorable with some reser-
vations. I'm even more convinced
from the petitions that were cir-

culated and gained only some
hundred or so names that the
reaction was indeed favorable.

IWASA:
(asked that the question be

phrased more explicitly. We com
plied with the following) Did you
before andor after the action
was taken, have behind you the
approval of the majority of the
students?
IWASA:

No. I don't think a represents- -

tive is really morally obligated to
heed the opinion of his consti- -

tuents in every instance. In this
case, it seems that I am at vari- -

ance with the majority opinion.

Will the new rules encourage
surreptitious violation?

HAMILTON:
Not really. It will in the sense

that any individual can get by
with a violation. But this certain
ly isn't the intent or the spirit of
the document. There's a real
vagueness and openness about it
that leaves a real determination
of individual responsibility. If any
individual doesn't accept it he's
making himself liable to the State
and the College.

iwASA:
rnlll"Hn,t

T v Rnt T hnri nn.

It should be noted that Mr.
Hamilton and Mr. Iwasa repre- -

sent two-thir- ds of the team that
actually drafted the document.
The third member is Mr. Hett-linge- r.

Furthermore, Mr. Hamil-
ton acted in his capacity as Presi-

dent of the Student Council. He
has been on the Campus Senate
since last Spring. Mr. Iwasa was
appointed to the Campus Senate
by Mr. Hamilton with the consent
of the Council.

College and Senate to consider
Comment by Mr. McCulloh, Mr. the problem and offer the pro-Mill- er,

and Mr. Hettlinger in ans- - posals.
wer to questions posed by The HETTLINGER:
Collegian.

Are you satisfied with the Cam-

pus Senate's proposals?

McCULLOH:
Not completely satisfied. It is

only a couple of sentences that I

would like to see added or altered.

MILLER:
The present proposal represents

our best thinking up to now, but
it is still subject to some clari
fication. Ihere are a few minor
changes desirable.

HETTLINGER:
The proposals are reasonable

and, on the whole, satisfying for
the present situation.

How would you define "per-
sistent or flagrant?"
McCULLOH:

In mv opinion, a flaerant vio
lation is the deliberate serving nf

don'1 'P'Se on theas theyminors at a party; a persistent
of others-careles-

sviolation, repeated instances of nghts
servinp of minors How- - HETTLINGER:

ever, I would like to see the Sen- -

ate agree on what it means.

MILLER:
Webster's Dictionary offers a

pretty good definition of the
words flagrant and persistent.
However, remember that the pro- -

posals are not the final word,
They have yet to be enacted as
law by the Senate. The Senate
will solicit student as well as
faculty opinion during the two

- J
week minimum waiting period.
The legislation finally adopted
will mean what it says and say
what it means.

HETTLINGER:
Persistent violation I would de- -

fine as the situation in which a
fraternity makes no effort to reg- -
ulate the drinking of minors. The
flagrant violation is that which
clearly indicates an intention to
disregard the law. The extent to
which a fraternity must go to
make clear this indication can
only be made specific through
cases which arise in the first few
months of the ruling.

What precipitated these
changes?

McCULLOH:
I imagine it was the Connecti-

cut events.
MILLER:

Nothing external, no outside
force precipitated the action ta-

ken by the Senate. It was en-

tirely internal a heavy feeling
of possible state intervention
hanging in the air brought the

The changes were not precipi-

tated by any action on the part
of the student body, but grew
from the purpose of the Campus
Senate, which is to revise and
clarify existing regulations. The
question was given special em-

phasis as a result of the problem
of where responsibility actually
lay.

Will these rules encourage sur-

reptitious drinking?

McCULLOH:
Yes.

MILLER:
It probably will, if you mean

that a student win sneak off cam- -

pus with his hip flask or bottle to

drink in some field. However, I

fail to see why students should
take this kind of attitude when
we are in effect condoning drink-
ing in the rooms and private
Parties in' the room as long

No, I do not think that the
rules will encourage surreptitious
drinking; but I do think that
drinking will be done in small
groups as compared to fraternity
parties.

7oiu will these new regulations
be enforced?

McCULLOH:
I suppose the man behind the

bar is going to have to make

sure that the person he serves is
of legal age.

MILLER:
They will probably be enforced

by the Dean of Students. Some-
where, through the actions of the
Senate, the Judicial Board, and
the Dean of Students, a white pa-

per with specific punishment for
specific violations will be drawn
up to act as a guideline for stu-

dent behavior and official en-

forcement.

HETTLINGER:
As for enforcement, the College

will make no attempt to put a
constant check on the student
body in the form of an expanded
campus security system or ex-

tended College supervision. Oc-

casional visits by the present force
who will file reports on what, in
their estimation constitutes flag-

rant and obvious violation of the
regulations, will form the basis
for punitive action, while con-

sultation between the Dean and
fraternity officers will allow a
precautionary basis of agreement.
I would compare the situation to
that of a speed limit: whereas
there is a posted limit which the
State has found to be safe, its
ruling is enforced only by the
passing of an occasional patrol-
man. These who choose to go be-

yond this limit do so with full
knowledge that it may become
his responsibility if he is caught,
even though he may very well
get away with it. The State's poli-

cies concerning alcohol may be
best compared to a road that is
under an unyielding electronic
check. Kenyon chose to take the
first solution so to preserve the
freedom of choice while making
clear the College's recognition of
existing State regulations.

Was this done in the "most
democratic way possible?"

McCULLOH:
No, and it shouldn't have been.

I favor opportunity for free dis-

cussion, but free discussion alone
is not democracy. If each student
owned stock in the College and
were equally responsible under
the law for the acts oV the Col-

lege, then a real democracy would
be possible.
MILLER:

Yes, I think so. The Senate
fairly represents the students
through its communication with
the Student Council. Student
opinion will certainly be sought
before the final revision of the
proposal will be enacted.
HETTLINGER:

Yes, I feel that the proposal
was handled as democratically
as on any campus; I attribute
dissatisfaction with the system to
a lack of communication between
the Senate and the student body.

Are you satisfied with the Cam-

pus Senate's proposals?

WORTMAN:
This is the best we've come up

with. We are open to other sug-

gestions, but we have spent a good
deal of time and we couldn't find
anything more practical than
what we have.
KLUG:

By definition of fraternity re-

sponsibilities and individual re-

sponsibilities, I am. I am very
confident that the fraternity sys-

tem will cope with the situation.
I think most people will cooper-
ate . . .

ZUYDHOEK:
I think they were designed to

protect the college, and I think
they will.

Turn to page 6, col. 3
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Senate Attempts to Cut Through Verbia;
fla- - dents. But this has never been Jhe

posals, but make ,fc
How would you def.ne

. , o., ciiotp;Tpfi in ine senate.grant or persistent.'w
We wouldn't want to dry up the

WORTMAN: campus, only to nave drinking
For fraternity functions Hag- -

anywgy That woud be hypocrit-ran- t
to me means an absolute dis- -

Hooefullv we can work

Wp first considered it in the

I think it has been in
the minds of the administration
for many years but they've lacked
the equipment to carry it out. Stu-

dents may feel that this is a grad-

ual process to year-by-ye- ar take
privileges away from the stu- -

More Letters; Sant, Houser, Oppose Changes
pect their word to count, are anti-

pathetic when they discover that
their word does not count, when
the administration so deems. The
administration after all, is run-
ning Kenyon.

The administration is eager to

avoid the debacle at Trinity,
where student morale sagged be-

cause of a Kafka-esqu- e decree
from on high. But in so avoiding
that extreme, they should avoid
the other, which is to pretend that
we are one big happy democratic
family (community) in which
everyone has a vote. The admin-
istration ought not to conceal the
fact that they are running the
show; they ought to stress it.
This is an autocracy, to be sure;
the administration ought to stress
the fact that they are a benevol-
ent autocracy. This would avoid
lots of confusion among students
about their role here; it would
dissipate distrust (for after all,
you don't distrust an autocrat,
you hope he treats you fairly.)

Students are here to learn,
faculty to teach, administration to
run the show. Let us not pretend
otherwise. Insofar as the admin-
istration asks our opinion, we
should be careful that those we
elect to give it truly represent
our opinion.

Carl Mankowitz '66

To the Editor:
I think it is safe to say an

overwhelming majority of social
activity at Kenyon is centered
about our eleven fraternities. The
existing system is as strong as it
is because most fraternities wel-
come people from the entire stu-
dent body to every party, giving
the whole campus a genuinely
friendly atmosphere. There is not
the degree of exclusiveness
among fraternities here that is
found at neighboring campuses.

Most everyone, students, admin-
istrators, and faculty alike, seems
to be in favor of our system.

Those who have backed the
new alcoholic beverage proposals,
as far as I can see, are under-
mining just the things that are
so favorable in the Kenyon fra-

ternity set-u- p. No longer will in-

dividual fraternities want to take
responsibility for members of
other groups, simply because of
the complexity involved with
members. Since it will much
easier keep track of a fraternity's
own members at a party, it will
follow that parties will be closed.
Individual fraternities will be-

come exclusive, and the beauty
of the Kenyon social system will
have disappeared. I would hate to
see one of Kenyon's last good
"things" disappear. That is why
I am opposed to "Regulations
Governing Alcoholic Beverages at
Kenyon."

Thomas R. Sant '65

To the Editor:

In the Student Handbook both
the statement adopted by the
Senate on May 13, 1964 and the
subsequent sections on Conduct
and on Alcohol clearly indicate
a unity of purpose. This purpose
is declared incompatible with
'imposed conformity' but is re-

cognized as in accordance with
promoting 'basic standards of
gentlemanly behavior', 'moderate
use of alcoholic beverages', and
'socially responsible conduct.'

In most aspects this purpose is
affirmed by the Senate's Jan. 18,
1965 statement on Alcoholic
Beverages. That the fraternities
and members of the College
should discipline themselves, and
that the administration and Jud-
ical Board should intervene in
absence of such discipline is be-

yond question.

I call your attention to the last
sentence of the first paragraph of
the proposed item 7:

"Any persistent or flagrant vio-

lation of the law by a fraternity
will result in action by the Col-

lege, even if State authorities
are not involved."
This sentence speaks not of

moderation nor of gentlemanly
conduct. Rather, it addresses it-

self to Ohio State Law and ad-

mits that the administration will
assume a police function. It re-

quires that the administration
adopt 'imposed conformity'. The
above sentence, if adopted, could
have the following consequences:

1. At all social functions save
Rush parties, fraternities may
serve only 3.2 beer to those
members under 21, but may
serve liquor to members over
21. Not only would such a rul-
ing lead to fraternity dissen-
sion, but it may endanger the
existence of fraternities at
Kenyon.

2. Since fraternities are compos-
ed largely of members under
21, actual 'acquistion' of liquor
may be punished by the ad-

ministration.
3. In violation of Kenyon tradi-

tion and spirit, the administra-
tion could prohibit open part-
ies or 'going around the Hill'
unless non-alcoho- lic beverages
only were served. At a party
serving liquor, the bartender,
if one could be obtained, could
not be expected to know the
ages of people outside the im-

mediate fraternity. The many
independents could incur great
social restrictions:

Now, as in the past, Kenyon
College has enjoyed favorable re-
lations with the state authorities.
Unless definitely and specifically
told otherwise, we have no reason
to expect --state intervention and

WORTMAN:
There probably might be more

cases of students having liquor
in their rooms and more room
parties-th- ey might choose to do

Senate last year. Finding a change
that. But I don't consider this to

in the present system necessary,
be surreptitious drinking, only the

the Senate found that fraternities
and extension of acontinuationwere the social basis of the col- -

lege. This brought about the present practice.

"fraternity responsibility" clause. KLUG:
But this has not been a sudden

decision.
Well, its hard to sav encour- -

KLUG:
The Senate is a very reprt

tive body. Its definitely ;

cratic. The students made;
regard of the State law no a

under the present proposals, but take when they voted if jt
to abide with it Persistentempt depends on the responsibility ZUYDHOEK:

violation signifies that some at- -
djsplayed fey the lraternities. If Yes n0 doubt a-oo-

ut

tha- -

tempt was made to en .g disregarded changes Senate solicits the opinion
law, but that it wasnt at all el- -

made
-

fertive If after being brought to
how anyone coula possibleMention the KLUG:the of the Dean or

Judical Board and after consul- - Several points were brought out sider it non-democrat- .c.

ration with the fraternity involv- - in the rules as they were handed Messrs. Wortman, Klug

eed the law continues to be dis- - out. I think its just more concern Zuydhoek are the popularly
' .. . u r;5 nVins ThP Senate ed student representatives ;

regard tnat wouiu uc a uva m.c -- o-

mlntinn. is well aware ot tne proDiems
it's a body that can go over these

KLUG: ... problems and work them out ra- -
M hcould useWell, I suppose we

Webster's Dictionary. The rules tionally.

are somewhat vague and meant ZUYDHOEK:

to be this way. As it states in the rules, the
College's concern over the increase

ZUYDHOtK: drinking& and the disregard for
los- -Drinking in immoderation,

the laws of Ohio,
ing control of yourself, becoming

irresponsible for your date and the new rules encourage
yourself. surreptious drinking?

What precipitated these
changes?

WORTMAN:

Comments by President

in answer to questions pc:

the Collegian.

Are you satisfied with the

pus Senate's proposals?

LUND:
Yes, I am and I think ft-prese-

nt

the minimum ch;-ou- r

regulation that is f

under the law.

How would you define '-e- nt

or flagrant?"
LUND:

Let's recognize candid!;,

both refer to drunkenne;

abuse. In determining abu

must consider the mores a:.'

ditions of the school. It is ir

ible to define in legal term; "

can be no sudden wrenc:

age." Obviously more will go on 0ur system. Definition of i
on the sly. be by the Judicial Board.

7UYDHOEK' don't expect the Judicial E

It could happen, yes.
How will these new regulations

be enforced?

WORTMAN:
I don't know.

KLUG:
Initially, the Dean will handle

it. Persistent cases will go to the

Judicial Board.

ZUYDHOEK:
Hopefully, the fraternities will

be the overall judge. If they do
not assume their responsibilities,
it will go to higher authorities. It
will then follow tne standard pro-

cedure.

Was this done in the "most
democratic way possible?"

WORTMAN:
We could have asked for a stu-

dent referendum, but everybody
is aware that the students don't
want a change. That would be
unrealistic it wouldn't prove a
thing. The student members of
the Senate are very much aware
of student opinion, but as repre-
sentatives we don't think we
should stand by that, necessarily.
We were chosen because of our
ability to look objectively at perti-
nent questions.

I might add that the Student
Council shouldn't only object to

prosecution as long as students,
fraternities, and administration
co-oper- ate to maintain the pup-po- se

set down in the Student
Handbook and in most of the
Senate's Jan. 18 statement. Fur-
ther, co-opera- tion has always
been evident in instances where
State and local authorities seek
to impose discipline on offending
students.

But the above-quote- d sentence
of the proposed item 7 contra-
venes the spirit of student-administrati- on

agreement on alco-
holic beverages. I therefore sub-
mit that the afore mentioned
sentence should be deleted from
the final legislation.

Mark Houser '65

discontinue its previous p:

of distinguishing the isok:-fens- e

from the habitual o".

What precipitated
changes?
LUND:

Growing uneasiness on t:

of the administration for r

two years. It had not br

sumed that the College "

growing national sensit:..

this problem led us to see

advice. Alumni, friends :

College, and faculty were i
easy about this.

How will these new reg:'-b- e

enforced? l

LUND:
As far as I know, there,

changes other than those f

ied in the Campus
statement. There will be r.

checks to see if a perse:

minor or not. There will

crackdown in the sense of s

down. I am not aware i

contemplate any more

penalties. Maybe more ca;i

be turned in that were cor

"borderline" before.

Was this done in the

democratic way possible'

LUND:
Yes. I don't know any ot

to do it. We operate under

tern of representative govt-wit- h

a constitution. The --

proceeded with careful c

tion and deliberation. La-no- t

been arbitrarily hand?

by the administration. T;

dent Council and Campus'

operate under a delcg.;

authority given me by

of Trustees and passed on!-throug-
h

a constitution.

Docs ttiis encourage -(,;- -tious

isolation?
LUND:

The attitude or the Co-permissiv-
e.

Individuals ;

ganizations have the re?f

ity instead of the whole I

We -- hope to protect this pr

community. That is my hl
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