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NISC may

again he

charged $7.00
for 90°¢ paperback

prime prices
paid for
Pictured are 3 examples of the Library’s past “88'888 hnoks

purchases from Shapiro, a New York Book Dealer.
All 3 of these books are paperbacks.

George Washington, a paperback printed in 1944

and purchased by NISC in October 1967, has “25c” stol‘y nn page z
printed on the spine of the book. According to library

records, NISC has paid $5.00 for this book.

Strike Zion, a95c Bantam paperback published in
1967, which the library bought for $7.00 in June 1968.

Our Army and How To Know It, is a softbound
book, published in 1917. There is no price printed
anywhere; the library was charged $5.00 for this

book in December 1969. EI t- R I t .

List of candidates & vote count

1. Jules Bauck (410) 19. Jon S. Newby (274) 37. Linda Mickalak (170)
2. Brian Kilmnick (379) 20. Dorothy Pierpaoli (271) 38. Gerald Daniel (158)
3. George Crowley (359) 21. Al Lamirand (259) 39. Marsha Doonan (157)
4. Kathy Moore (355) 22. Jennefer Peodges (255) 40. Micki Dudzik (141)
5. Caryn L. Spayer (342) 23. Steve Goldstein (244) 41. Timothy Coogan (135)
6. John Gaughan (336) 24. Bruce J. Knudsen (242) *42. Kathy Vick (131)
7. Linda Lease (335) *25. Allen J. Zwierzko (238) *43. Helen Muris (131)
8. Dan Creely (332) *26. Clifford Wagner (238) 44. Alan McDougle (125)
9.James E. McGrath (310)  27. Pat Szymczak (225) 45. Merle Liberman (115)
*10. Lynn Ross (305) 28. James H. Cunneen (216) 46. Rich Giardina (110)
*11. Murry Fisher (305) 29. Dan Chapman (215) 47. John Forde (97)
12. Gregory Kmiec (299) *30. Paul P. Sipiera (205) 48. Laurence Neff (96)
13. John Prezekota (296) *31. Jane McGann (205) 49. Thomas V. Yagnisis (86)
14. Carol Russell (295) 32. Mark Faitek (190) 50. Roger Friz (80)
15. Arnie Sandler (291) 33. Annebel McFall (189) 51. Marshall W. Richey (49)
16. Phil Raffaelli (280) 34. Dave Austern (181) Write-ins: Bill Bartnick
Election Committee, working until almost midnight 17. Mike J. Hionis (278) 35. Bert Loebmann (180) Andy Hill
counting ballots for NISC’s Student Senate election. 18. Chris Eirich (275) 36. William Placzek (175)

The 25 newly-elected Senators will meet today at 1:00
in the Game Room to elect a Student Government

President.
*indicates recount/ number () indicates amount of votes
Top 25 are winners Tie for 25th place will be voted on by
senators at meeting Thursday, 1:00 P.M. Game Room, E-205

Also in this issue:

-The Draft: A study in the politics of power-p. 3
-Looking into Freshman orientation-p. 4

-The Silverstein story-pp.8 & 9

-The Socio-economic roots of pollution-p. 5
-“Celebration” opens tomorrow-p. 14

-NISC’s new policy on conduct & discipline- p. 7
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New Shapiro collections

By Ed Czadowski

Located at the far end of the
New Stack area are several isles
of shelves that™ are roped-off.
They contain approximately
10,000 volumes that cost on the
average of $5.00 each. These
books were largely purchased
over a three-year period, 1967
through 1969, with the S.R. Sha-
piro and Bea Colbe book con-
cerns. Many of the books that
came in shipments from these
dealers are decaying. Covers are

missing, pages are tattered and in
at least one instance, all the pages
were missing from a volume. Or-
ders to Shapiro and Colbe were
halted for nearly a year, but it is
now apparent that purchases with
the Shapiro firm have resumed.

As a tuition-paying student of
Northeastern and a taxpayer of
Illinois, I demand an explanation
of certain conditions this reporter
found while examining the situ-
ation in the Library.

Why does the Library continue to Transact
business

with the S.R. Shapiro Firm?

Several years ago, the Faculty
Library Committee reviewed the
Library purchases with the Sha-
piro and Colbe dealers. The Com-
mittee agreed that the material
that was being sent from these
firms was of inferior quality for
the price we were paying and rec-
mended that we discontinue to
buy books from these firms. Pres-
ident Sachs brought their findings
to the attention of the Library and
they agreed to make no further
In-Bulk purchases, or purchases
of collections. In my first meeting
with Miss Jeanne Aber, Assistant
Director of the Library, she told
me she was aware of the agree-
ment, and that ‘“‘the Library has
not made any ‘In-Bulk’ purchases
since 1967-68.”” When I called her
attention to a 42 carton shipment
of books labeled German Collec-
tion with a shipping date of
January 8, 1971, she said ‘“‘the
agreement did not mean that the
Library could not order from Sha-
piro.”

i went back to Sachs to get a
clarification on the agreement,
and he said *“‘the Library was spe-
cifically told to make no more
‘In-Bulk’ purchases or purchases
of collections.” When I next met
with Miss Aber, she said “‘they’re
not collections. That’s what Sha-

Oct. 30, 1970 Shapiro
Nov. 6, 1970 Shapiro
Mar. 11, 1971 Shapiro
Mar. 17, 1971 Shapiro

piro calls them. They’re really a
group of books on a related field.”

I became more concerned and
asked Miss Aber if I could look at
the ledger of Library purchases.
She told me I was welcomed to
look at it any time and directed
me to go to Mrs. Swanson, Chief
clerk of the Library, when I wish-
ed to see it. When I went to Mrs.
Swanson a week later, she cleared
an area on a desk and opened the
ledger and explained how to read
the entries. Then, after I sat down
to begin my search for purchases
with Shapiro, she closed the book
by saying, “I better check with
Miss Aber to see if it’s all right
with her.” I came back an hour
later and the Director of the Li-
brary, Mr. Seymour Schneider
was in Aber’s office. He informed
me that the ledger “was not public
information since it is a working
document.” He suggested that I
write a letter explaining what I
exactly wanted to see, and why I
wanted to see it. He said that he
“had to answer to his ‘high-
er-ups’,” and that Dr. Lienemann
suggested that the letter be writ-
ten.”

After following Schneider’s
request, I was permitted to see
the ledger and found these entries
in the 1970-71 general budget:

$3050.82 300 Vols.
2176.79 425 Vols.
1466.50 77 Vols.
294.25 32 Vols.

Who is responsible for the orders
made to the S.R. Shapiro Firm?

Until recently, the Library had
a full-time Order Librarian on its
staff. Mr. Kamil Avdich served in
that capacity for 2 years, but has
since left. No one has been hired
to take his place. Yet purchases of
new and used books continues. It
is obvious that someone on the
present staff is placing the orders.

Date No. of
Shipped Cartons
7/9/70 24
1/8/71 42

1/11/71 11

The labels call each shipment to
the attention of Miss Aber.

I asked Miss Aber about the
shipments and she said that she
had consulted faculty members
and, for instance, said that Dr.
Lorenzo Harrison approved the
Spanish Collection. Dr. Harrison

In addition to the German Col-
lection, there are several other
shipments that are located outside
the rear door of the Library Pro-
cessing Room. There is a total of
78 cartons, all from Shapiro, and
the shipping lables offer the fol-
lowing information:

Dec. Description
Value Science Collection
$2000.00 German Collection
8000700 Africa (2) Gt. Brit-
3000.00 ain (3)

Spanish (2) German
4)

told this reporter that upon view-
ing a list of titles, he recommend-
ed that only certain works be pur-
chased. Another faculty member
who was consulted recommended
that certain Collections not be
purchased. As far as I could de-
termine, these Collections were
not purchased.

What has been done
and what will be done
to return inferior books
to the
S.R. Shapiro Firm?

When President Sachs was in-
formed of the present situation, he
was under the impression that
when we buy ‘In-Bulk’ purchases,
we have the option to return the
material that is less than satisfac-
tory. I asked Miss Aber if we buy
on consignment, and she said, “I
would say so, yes.”” Then I asked
if anything was returned for full
cash refund, and she said ‘“‘Per-
haps.” Without further elaborat-
ing, she said, ““What you’ve done
is to pull out 2, 3, 6, or maybe 10,
books of poorer quality and you
have forgotten about the 100’s
that are of good quality.”

Since we were talking about the
quality of the books, I asked her if
we dispose of the -books in ex-
tremely poor condition. She said,

July 21, 1969
July 21, 1969
July 21, 1969
July 21, 1969
July 21, 1969
July 21, 1969
July 10, 1970

“We don’t throw anything out.” I
asked if we have to send books
out for rebinding and what is done
with volumes that can not be
rebound. She said that books
were sent out for rebinding and
were cased (in a protective cover)
in the event that rebinding was
not possible.

The charges for rebinding or
casing is an additional expense.
We have paid the Shapiro firm a
handsome price for the books and
must expend further funds to
make volumes suitable for circu-
lation. Miss Aber commented that
‘““‘there is another misunder-
standing, just like the last time,
about ‘In-Bulk’ purchasing.” She
explained that “when you buy
‘In-Bulk’ you get certain books
that are worth far more than the
average cost per volume, but you
also get books that are far below
the average cost.” She continued,
“It’s a good chance to pick up
rare, first edition, out-of-print
books at a price under the value a

Bea Colbe
Bea Colbe
Bea Colbe
Bea Colbe
Bea Colbe
Bea Colbe
Shapiro

42 cartons containing one of the
latest order from S.R. Shapiro,
shipped from New York on
January 8, 1971.

collector would pay.”

She showed me a listing of of-
ferings from Bea Colbe a West
Coast dealer, with many single
volumes costing from $15 to $20,
and some as much as $75. There
are no entries to Colbe in the led-
ger for the present budget. The
ledger list the following entries
under the 1969-70 general budg-
et:

$ 25.00
5.85
2853.81
617.10
1306.80
2225.83
$ 592.10

Is there an existing Faculty Library Committee

and what

have they done to review Library Purchases?

In the course of my in-
vestigation, I asked several indi-
viduals if a Faculty Library Com-
mittee was in existance. No one
knew for sure, but at a meeting
with Sachs and Goldberg on
March 23, the President offered
to find out. As far as he can deter-
mine, Mr. Edward C. Uliassi, is
the Chairman of the Faculty Li-

brary Committee. From a list he
was given in September 1970,
Uliassi, Dr. R. Bruce Kirk, Mr.
Ely M. Liebow, and Dr. Harold
Mohamed are some of the mem-
bers. He also said that he does not
know how accurate this listing is,
since he was received no corre-
spondence from the Committee
since September 1970. Changes
may have occured in the listing of

committee members, but he
doesn’t know.

Other measures have been tak-
en. On March 19, 1971, President
Sachs contacted the Chairmen of
the Departments of English and
History. He requested that they
appoint three members from each
of their faculties to review the
Shapiro and Colbe purchases that

are in the closestack area.

Will they also look at the 78 sealed cartons,

the latest Shapiro Purchases?

One of three shipping labels from the recent orders from the S.R.
declared values totalling $5,000.

Shapiro Company. The two other labels have



“TODAY YOUNG AMERICANS WHO SEEK
TO EVADE THE DRAFT ARE VICTIMS OF
WAR RATHER THAN CRIMINALS AND THE
WAY TO END THEIR VICTIMIZATION 1S TO
END THE WAR AND STOP CONSCRIPTING
THEM TO SERVITUDE IN THAT WAR.”

25 March, 1971
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THE DRAFT: A STUDY IN THE
POLITICS OF POWER

By Nick Stojanovic

For all of us young people the existence of a
peacetime draft has been a fact of life, something
we’ve all grown up with. The existance of the Penta-
gon and the Cold War, the arms race and nuclear
weapons have become an integral part of our lives,
past, present, and future.

What we fail to realize is that this draft and this
high degree of militarism in this country is all rela-
tively new to the American scene. Just before World
War I1 we had an Army and Air Force composed of
just over 139,000 men. Later in 1944-45, at the
height of Worl War I1, we had over 8 million men in
uniform. Then after the war, around 1950, at the time
of the Truman Doctrine and the beginning of the cold
war, our forces numbered 600,000 (the most men we
had stationed in Vietnam). Now there are over 3.5
million men under arms, and they can be found
anywhere in the “Free World”.

BRIEF HISTORY

We have in fact had a draft twice before, once
during the Civil War and then again during World
War 1. But unlike the one established in 1940 the first
two times that we’ve had a draft -their enactment
came after the hostilities began rather than before.
The third time it proved to be different. The fact of
the matter was that well before the first bombs fell on
Pearl Harbor the U.S. had already begun con-
scripting men into its army.

The fight that took place on Capitol Hill showed
the deep rift between the advocates (those who were
influenced by the emergence of the New Civilian
Militarists) and the opponents of establishing a pol-
icy of peacetime military conscription.

CONGRESSIONAL BATTLE

At the time when Congress first debated the issue
of establishing a draft back in 1940, Senators such as
Michigan’s Aurther Vandenburg stated, ‘‘Peacetime
conscription is repugnant to the spirit of democracy
and the soul of republican institutions.”

Other Senators really saw what the proponents of
conscription really were afer, such as Congressman
Frank Keefe of Wisconsin, he stated, “This vast
power thus granted to the military permits control
over the lives and eestiny of the entire registry.
This control may be exercised through the alloca-
tion of men to particular industries as a condition of
continued deferment and compels millions of others,
regardless of will, to be subjected to the threat of
conscription at any time during the entire period the
law is in force. Thus it is apparent that the military
forces of the Nation assume complete control over
the lives and destiny, not only of those selected in the
draft, but through the power to cancel of change
deferment, over the lives of the entire registry. Does
this great grant of power smack of dictatorship?”’

The issue of military conscription became the
greatest single threat as seen then by the academic
community, to both political and personal freedom.

Felix Morley, then President of Haverford College,

wrote, ‘“The adoption of peacetime military con-
scription would be a turning point,...a most destruc-
tive turn in the history of the Republic.”

But despite all those warnings, the battle was won
by the advocates, but only by a small margin in 1940
and it was enacted for only one year. In 1941 when
the act came up for renewal, it passed in the House
by only a 1 vote margin, 203-202.

The draft ended temporarily in 1947 but it was

re-established in 1948 and has been with us ever
since.
EFFECTS OF A PEACETIME DRAFT

Not only does the draft effect the future and lives
of the young men it holds under its authority, it also
effects every other section of society as well.

For young men the draft not only serves to channel
them into jobs of ‘‘national importance” it also serves
to indoctrinate them into military attitudes and con-
ditions them to accept the idea of militaristic super-
vision of their whole lives. The draft aggravates
feelings of personal helplessness and undermines a
young man’s sense of responsibility and individ-
uality.

The draft prostitutes all of the higher traits of
man — duty, loyalty, and patiotism —and places them
all in the unworthy service of aggression towards his
fellow man. The draft accepts, perpetuates, and
teaches violence. Violence perpetuates and aggra-
vates social evils; violence divides men and delays
any cooperative search for world peace. The con-
scripting society limits men in their rights, it inter-
feres in their free personal decisions, thwarting mor-
ality and personal growth.

The draft damages the structures of the family, it
distorts religious beliefs, and most importantly it
destroys man’s faith in his own ability to peaceably
reason out his differences. The draft teaches men to
lie, it even makes them maim their own bodies so
that they may evade it. The draft teaches men that
obedience to the state is more important than any-
thing else, including life itself.

VIETNAM

It has been said that the draft has been to Vietnam
what the heart is to the human body. Upon close
scrutiny one can find that this is certainly true, over
90% of those fighting in Vietnam have been draftees.
What’s even more disturbing is the fact that in Viet-
nam men of color have been fighting, and dying, in
numbers considerably higher than their percentage in
our population, clearly showing that the draft and the
Army has racist tendencies, whether intended or not.

The Draft is probably necessary if the President is
to acquire the power, without constitutional amend-
ment, to carry the country into war without a formal
declaration of war. (this in part will bring you more
wars similar to the war in Vietnam)

CONSCIENCIOUS OBJECTION

The war in Vietnam has brung up the serious
question of Selective Consciencious Objec-
tion —should a man be forced to fight in a war that he
feels is illegal and immoral? Today there are well
over 100 young men who are in federal prisons
because they feel that this is indeed an immoral war.
Tens of thousands have fled to other countries in
order to avoid the draft, thousands of others desert
the army each year in increasing numbers because of
the horrors they must inflict on Asian men, women
and children.

The government has, thoughtfully, left an ‘“out”
for those who out of conscience and religious training
and belief feel themselves unable to kill. The govern-
ment sits in judgement over those who must prove
that they sincerely believe that it is wrong to kill. It is
ironic that the government would feel that it is quali-
fied to judge the morality of its youth precisely at a
time when the chief use of its young men is to burn
villages and to slaughter, wound and make homeless
the peoples of Southeast Asia.-

Please give your name to:
Mrs. Shirley Rovner
Student Services Area

The Commuter Center Board of Managers solicits the
names of graduate students interested in serving as mem-
bers of the Board. Two members are required. If more
than two persons apply, two will be selected by lottery.

Second floor above the South Dining Hall
before 5:00 P.M. Monday, March 29, 1971

Nun suspended '

in Berrigan case
(ACP)

A Roman Catholic nun has
been suspended with pay from her
position as art history instructor at
Marymount College in New York
following her indictment on a
charge of participating with the
Rev. Philip Berrigan and four oth-
ers in a bomb-kidnapping plot to
force an end to the Vietnam war.
The suspension, which college of-
ficials describe as “not punitive”,
will remain in effect until the
charges against the teacher Sister
Elizabeth McAlister, are adjudi-
cated.

REFORM

There is a pressing need in this country for many
social problems that must somehow be solved. We
must soon come to realize that even if it is possible,
which I sincerely doubt, to wage war on distant
peasants and alleviate hunger and despair here at
home that the mood created by the war blocks the
climate here at home which will make the alleviation
of social ills a reality. Indeed we live in a time when
bombs are more important than bread, when military
expansion overrides the paramount importance of
basic necessities of millions of poor people, mainly
black and brown people here at home. It is the poor
man who also gets drafted first. It is the son of a poor
man who cannot afford to study full time who gets
his 1-A and then his induction notice. It has ‘long
been a cherished part of our American tradition
that anyone who is willing to apply themselves can
move upward on the ladder of success. The draft
has effectively cut the rungs off that ladder.

In the past the government has tried to make the
draft ‘more equitable’, or ‘more just’, yet the fact of
the matter is that involuntary servitude is slavery, no
matter how you change its appearance. It is absurd
logic that extends injustice in order to remove it. It is
the kind of logic that claims that justice had been
reached because all are treated with equal unfairness.
It is the same kind of official logic which General
Westmoreland used when he stated to newsmen in
Vietnam that “We had to destroy the village in order
to save it!” It also comes from a man who would
have you believe that in order to have peace, wars
must be expanded first. It is the same man who in his
successful 1968 Presidential bid promised to end the
draft and now promises us at least one more year of
it.

THE POLITICS OF SUPREMACY

If you wonder why the draft has been kept since
1948, you must take into account a problem much
larger and much more significant than the draft itself.

The problem arises from the fact that there are
men among us, especially in the military, who still
cling to the amazing idea that this country can act as
a police force of the world. (almost understandable in
the light of the immense success of the Marshall Plan
and the Manhatten Project of the post WWII era)

Suddenly our military machine could provide to
this nations leaders the power of unbelievable de-
mensions and scope thanks to a rapid increase in
scientific technology. This vast new nuclear power
became coupled to a system where large numbers of
men could be summoned and quickly deployed,
promised to give America power such as the world
had never seen since the fall of ancient Rome.

THE POLITICS OF DEATH

The only point of government should be to
safeguard life and it should be occupied with the task
of expanding man’s limitless horizons and potentials.
But today our government has become preoccupied
with the business of killing. Our Defense budget
absorbs over 60% of the national budget, and is
buying up everything in sight—banks, whole in-
dustries, and even universities. We’ve built the big-
gest government building in history for the military
and to top it off we’ve somehow institutionalized it.

We are told that the U.S. now has the equivalent of
10,000 tons of TNT for every man, woman, and
child on earth, and that our nuclear stockpile is still
growing thanks to ABM. Just around the corner the
promised deployment of MIRV (Multiple Indepen-
dent Reentry Vehicle) will herald an unprecendented
chance, more than 50-50, that thermonuclear de-
population will occur before 1999. **

EPILOUGE

Nobel Prize winning biologist George Wald tells
us that ‘there is a whole semantics’ involved around
the existence of a draft and even the possibility of a
nuclear holocost. He says that it involves such
phrases as ‘those are the facts of life.” Dr. Wald says,
“No —they are the facts of death, I don’t accept them
and I advise you not to accept them.”
Footnote....
**MIRYV enables any Intercontinental Ballistic Mis-
sile to carry from 1-3 nuclear payloads, and enables
any Polaris Missile to carry from 1-10 nuclear pay-
loads, each separate payload can strike a different
target. This makes any future Strategic Arms Limita-
tion Talks (S.A.L.T.) useless because there will be
no way of determining exactly how many deliverable
nuclear payloads the other side may have.
Source— 1. THE DRAFT? Copyright 1968, Hill
and Wang, Inc.
2. George Wald at M.L.T., Copyright 1969
Thirteenth Congressional District Politics for Peace.
Evanston, 11l
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Looking Into Freshman

Orientation

By Rosie Rees

Beneath the loud clamor of voices in the halls of
NISC, a growing grumbling about Freshman Ori-
entation can be discerned. A program that has been
run almost single-handedly by Mrs. Zimmerman
since the early 1960’s, Freshman Orientation is ob-
viously in need of renovation. Talking to freshmen,
orientation leaders, and Dean Howenstein, it is clear
that people are aware of the problem, and acfively
suggesting changes.

Freshman Orientation is a two-fold program. It be-
gins the trimester previous to orientation, in a special,
non-departmental Group Dynamics course. Certain
upperclassmen are invited to' train for orientation
leadership after their scholastic records have proved
satisfactory. Once they have stated their intentions to
take the course, they cannot drop, primarily because a
certain amount of leaders must be assured for the
following trimester.

Attitudes toward this 3-credit course itself seem
mixed. Some leaders feel that the list of readings in the
study of groups, and the outlines required are worth-
while. Others feel that the readings are simply con-
stant repetitions, and unhelpful. The group leaders
themselves sometimes lacked the cohesiveness and
ability to work together as a group during class ses-
sions.

The second phase is the orientation sessions con-
ducted once a week throughout the following trimes-
ter. Each group includes approximately 25 freshmen,
and the leader. The program for each section is almost
entirely at the discretion of the individual leader.

This Fall, leaders varied greatly in their programs.
Some invited speakers on drugs, commuter center,
sensitivity groups, movies were scheduled, skits per-
formed. Others had these only at the groups’ request,
and acted mainly as advisor, able to answer questions,
or refer people to those who could answer these ques-
tions.

Attendance, the freshmen were informed, was
mandatory. All freshmen must pass orientation for
graduation. However, this requirement was not made
known to the leaders at the beginning, but was later
handed down by word of mouth from Mrs. Zimmer-
man. Yet, when questioned about this last week, Dean
Howenstein, (in place of Mrs. Zimmerman, who is
taking her sabbatical) stated that he was not aware
that mandatory attendance existed for orientation
classes, and that certainly he had never known of any-
one who had failed to graduate for not passing ori-
entation.

Objection is very strong to required attendance,
especially since no credit is given. Leaders have han-
dled this question in different manners. Some stated
from the beginning that his group need come only
when they wished. Others discontinued mandatory
attendance sometime during the trimester. Still others
kept regular attendance sheets, and a few plagued stu-
dents who didn’t appear regularly, with notes and
threats.

Different groups had different needs. Under the
voluntary attendance, some leaders found that only
5-7 people came, of the approximate 25 total. Some-
times they were different people each week, some-
times the same. In most groups, attendance was great-
est in the beginning, during registration period, mid-
terms, and final exam week. One leader said most in
his group didn’t need help in these special areas, and
their emphasis was more on interpersonal learning
and developing friendships.

Besides their dislike for mandatory attendance,
many freshmen also feel that orientation is too long a
process at Northeastern. As for giving freshmen gen-
eral information about courses, majors, registration,
exams, etc., many freshmen felt leaders were not pre-
pared for this. One leader had just transferred to
Northeastern, and was as new to the school as the
freshmen. Another leader claimed he knew as much
or as little about these things as anyone walking by in
the halls.

During this past fall trimester, several freshmen
organized a campaign to shorten orientation, or, if
that was not acceptable, to allow one credit to be given
to freshmen completing orientation. Speakers ap-
peared in orientation classes, petitions were dispersed
and signed. They were presented to Mrs. Zimmerman
before she left. Again, this winter, an action group
from Mrs. Charlotte Waisman’s speech class spoke to
freshmen and circulated petitions, wishing to make
orientation mandatory for two weeks, and voluntary
thereafter.

These last petitions were presented to Dean How-
enstein last week. At that time, the dean revealed that
he, Mrs. Zimmerman, and others were very much
aware of the need to relate orientation to a group of
freshmen who have changed greatly from the fresh-
men of the early 1960’s. Plans to assemble a working
committee of students and faculty to evaluate the
present orientation program, and develop a more vi-
able and beneficial program were made before Mrs.
Zimmerman’s departure. It will begin sometime in
April.

After having studied this major portion of the new
student orientation program, this writer would like to
make some observations and suggestions:

Among most residential colleges and universities,
orientation for new students is a one to two week pro-
gram. The personal adjustment to this entirely new
environment is greater than the adjustment to a com-
muter school like Northeastern, where many fresh-
men are still living at home, seeing old friends, trav-
eling to school as they did during high school. A more
important adjustment at Northeastern is the under-
standing of the college curriculum, learning opportu-
nities, and the much different learning environment
than high school. Certainly, if residential schools
(who must orient students to both new living and
learning experiences) can do so in only one to two
weeks, NISC needn’t stipulate a four month program.

S i g

Mrs. Berniece Zimmerman Associate Dean of Studenté
& Dean of Women.

For classes that were held voluntarily, freshmen
attended especially when they needed assistance, be it
for registration, or enjoying a group discussion. Forc-
ing people to attend often creates resentment, which
can only stifle the free flow of group interaction.

Although freshmen have received overwhelming
attention, the transfer student, as new to Northeastern
as freshmen, has been, comparatively, ignored. No
attempt is made to acquaint him with pre-registration
and registration procedures at NISC. Besides receiv-
ing a catalogue and schedule book, the transfer stu-
dent is invited to view orientation slides and have re-
freshments. He is then left to muddle his way to class-
rooms he cannot find, counselors who send him to
other counselors who send him—until he eventually
arrives where someone can straighten him out con-
cerning requirements, special programs, etc. It is al-
most forgotten that the transfer student is also a new
student to Northeastern. ;

This writer would like to offer some suggestions:

1. Give the group Dynamics course a department,
perhaps Sociology or Psychology, and an instructor
more knowledgable and informed in the study of
groups.

2. Provide more intense personal introduction to
NISC curriculum, major studies, requirements, ca-
reer counseling.

3. Shorten orientation to the first few weeks of
school, or begin classes each day during the week
before the term starts, especially the counseling for
the above. Continue group meetings into the trimes-
ter, if the group wishes. The leader sould be available
at a certain time throughout the trimester.

4. Provide this orientation to curriculum, courses,
requirements to transfer students as well.

The orientation evaluation will soon begin. Every-
one sincerely interested in suggesting new ideas, or
opinions on old ones, can offer them to Dean How-
enstein immediately.

“Any Civil Service employee that has not re-
ceived a Constitution Election kit can get one

by calling Neil Fagus at Ext. 338 or 339.”

SST-Super Sonic

Transport or

Super $ to Them

By Dean Strassburger

The proponents of the SST are very disenheartened. How coul
America ever be satisfied to let other countries ever get ahead of th
good old U.S. in anything? It looks like to them that once the U.S. fall
behind, Communism is the next step.

Last Friday, the House voted 215-204 to end government spendin
on the SST, now being developed by the Boeing Company in Seattle
The Senate will be voting on Wednesday, and the vote looks like it wil
be very close. If the Senate votes opposite of the House, that is, t
continue spending, it will be returned to the House for an agreement. |
the Senate agrees with the House, will Mr. Nixon listen to Congress, 0
will he forget his concern for the environment that he stated in hi
State-of-the-Union-Address, and appropriate funds from some un
known source? :

Led by Rep. Sydney Yates, all of Chicago’s representatives excep
Frank Annuzio (Dem.), and John Kluzinski (Dem.) voted to sto|
funding. (That leaves 6 Democrats). Most suburban representative
also voted to stop funding. Rep. Yates has been fighting the SST wa;
before ecology became fashionable, and for the past four years (hov
many of you knew what the SST was four years ago?) he has beel
fighting to reach the decision that was reached last Friday.

An acknowledged transportation expert, Prof. Richard A. Rice o
Carnegie-Mellon University has figured out a formula devising th
amount of fuel required to move one ton of cargo, or in the case o
passengers, one person per mile. This is not only important because o
wasted fuel causing pollution, but also because of shortening fue
supplies in future years, or in the case of the Trans-Alaskan Pipeline
the removing of fuel from a delicate environment.

Professor Rice has devised the following figures:

Doubledeck Train - 200 p.p.g. (people per gallon)

Bus - 120 p.p.g
Car - 30p.p.g
Boeing 747 - 22p.p.g
SST - 13.6 p.p.g

A single SST will use 80 million gallons of fuel a year. By 1990, 50(
SST’s are being planned, thus using 40,000,000,000 gallons a year
This amount is almost as much as the total amount of fuel used in al
forms of transportation used in the entire U.S. a decade ago. It seem:
that the proponents of the SST are for the eradication of all of the
earths resources just to get us to Europe a few hours faster.

William Proxmire (Dem. Wis.) leads in the Senate fight to stor
funding. Although the Senate Appropriations Committee voted 17-5 tc
restore funding, Sen. Proxmire will campaign to make the Senate gc
along with the House.

Our government is run by a bunch of immature egotists, that can’
stand to be behind anyone else when it come to “‘progress”. It is time tc
consider that you might not be able to breathe air or drink water in the
name of “‘progress”, and I hope these politicians that want the U.S. tc
be the world’s super-pig and ‘“‘leader” are the first ones to die a slow
death from their own piggishness and egotism from pollution.

Professor Rices figures were taken from a Sun-Times editorial by
William Hines.

Draft loopholes closed

The Selective Service System
today announced a new policy
that closes two loopholes in draft
regulations used by draft resisters
and at the same time makes it eas-
ier for young men to be inducted
in any part of the country, regard-
less of the location of their local
boards.

A Presidential Executive Or-
der, published today in the Feder-
al Register, authorizes any called
registrant to be voluntarily in-
ducted at any Armed Forces En-
trance and Examining Station
(AFEES), provided that he reports
to the AFEES prior to his sched-
uled date of induction, and after
he has received his induction or-
der.

The new policy removes the re-
striction that formerly required
“hardship” or “good reason” to
support a request for transfer and
eliminates the administrative re-
quirement for a delay in induction
for those registrants who have
moved to new locations.

The new regualtions further
provide that if the registrant does
not submit for induction three or
more days prior to his scheduled
date, he must report on the date

originally indicated to the site
specified on his induction order.
This means that men who choose
to refuse induction will be referred
for prosecution in the judicial dis-
tricts which service the areas of
their local boards. Implementing
instructions to local boards on the
new regulations will be issued
shortly, Selective Service officials
said.

“The result of this change in
regulations,” remarked Selective
Service Director Curtis W. Tarr,
“is that men requesting transfers
in good faith will not be denied
this opportunity—in fact, they
will have their rights to transfer
broadened.” He continued, “On
the other hand, registrants who
seek transfers only for purposes of
delaying induction or facing draft
law violation charges in a dif-
ferent jurisdiction will find these
loopholes closed.”

Selective Service officials said
that the new regulation will not af-
fect any cases now before the
courts, or cases where violations
have already occurred.

SELECTIVE SERVICE

RELEASE NO. 71-5
MARCH 12,1971



Renewed hopes for Hi Rise

parking structure

By Scott Roudebush

Contrary to popular rumor,
lately, plans for building the hi-
rise parking structure at NISC
have not been cancelled.

A recent (3/7/71) article in the
Chicago Tribune, stating that the
parking structure was delayed by
the Illinois Board of Higher Edu-
cation, provided material for con-
jecture as to whether or not the I1-
lincis Board would “postpone”
away the whole parking structure
idea, in typical hierarchal fashion.
“Not so,” according to NISC
President Sachs, who was inter-
viewed March 22, on the subject.

President Sachs, who appears to
be exteremely sympathetic with
the efforts to ease the horrendous

parking situation here, expressed
optimism concerning the priority
change from number 11, to num-
ber 1, of the parking structure ap-
propriation to be set before the I1-
linois Board again, at the next
meeting on April 6, in Springfield.
If so, construction already post-
poned from starting this month
should begin somewhere around
the middle of this year, and hope-
fully the structure will be at least
usable before the year is out. Sub-
sequently, depending upon facil-
ity of construction, this hi-rise
structure would be finished pre-
vious to completion of the new sci-
ence and classroom buildings. A
much-needed phenomenon, due
to construction tie-ups of numer-
ous parking spaces, as it is.

And speaking of tie-ups, we
may be waiting a bit longer for the
south fire lane even for partial

parking. And the advent of the
work on the hi-rise structure will
probably hack off another 100-car
chunk of parking lot.

The most immediate, partial so-
lution at night, to parking on the
street, is the number—however
sparse — of spaces in the lot that
often no one gets far enough to
find. And a solution to the general
problem, if Mr. Royal Stipes,
Chairman of the Board of Gover-
nors of State Colleges and Univer-
sities, and President Sachs succeed
in convincing the Illinois Board of
emergency, will be the 765-car
parking structure.

For the future? Perhaps Presi-
dent Sachs’ efforts to purchase
some of the Parental School land
will add further space to what will
probably then, again, be a crowd-
ed situation.

The Socio-Economic Roots of Pollution
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Board of Mgrs. hires

food consultant

The Commuter Center Board

:has employed the firm of LAV-

ENTHOL KREKSTEIN HOR-
WATH & HORWATH to con-
duct a study of our present and
proposed food service. They plan

to contact several students withint
the next few days in regard to your
opinions and suggestions con-
cerning the food service oper-
ation. They will appreciate your
cooperation in conducting this
study.

CAGLA

Chicago Area Group on Latin America announces Work shops on

U.S. Imperialism in Latin America.

1. March 23-Cuba: Imperialism Defeated, Linda Turner of Vence-
remos Brigade and People’s Information Center.

2. March 30-Culebra: U.S. Navy Bombs Puerto Rican Island, Shep-
herd Bliss, recently returned from Culebra.

3. April 6-Dominican Republic: 1965 U.S. Invasion, Tom Farr of
Committee of Returned Volunteers (CRV).

4. April 13-Puerto Rico: The Struggle for Independence, Dick Levins
of New University Conference, recently returned from Puerto Rico

and Hanoi.

5. April 20-Brazil: Tortured Result of Cultural Imperialism, Trudy Pax

(CRV).

Place: McCormick Seminary Library Basement Corner of Halsted,
Fullerton and Lincoln 2400 North, 800 West. Each Tuesday, 7:30

P.M.

by Jack J. Challem

A great clamor has arisen from those of nearly all
political faiths regarding the destruction of the bio-
shere. Citizens have organized to boycott Com-
monwealth Edison, to place their electrical bill pay-
ments in a trust fund until Com. Ed. stops or suf-
ficiently reduces pollution of the air and water of Chi-
cago. Consumer campaigns are on to limit the use of
detergents which are not bio-degradable. And a num-
ber of presticides have been banned.

Congressmen have also jumped on the bandwagon.
Pollution is a safe issue as long as one doesn’t get
specific. Yet industry has vigorously defended their
“right” to pollute the people’s air, water, and food.
Com. Ed. had defended its “right” to pollute by say-
ing the automobile causes more pollution. At the
same time, the auto industry has defended its “right”
to pollute by saying it doesn’t have the technology to
stop pollution.

What we have been concerned with up to this point
are controversies which have partly formed a subter-
fuge now generally used by industry and others to
evade the true nature of pollution. As long as the
public concerns itself with the periphery of the prob-
lem, industry will not be effectively challenged.

People are told that auto exhaust fumes are a major
source of pollution; so are industrial wastes, as are a
phalanx of other sources which could be mentioned
herewith. Yet the questions that few persons have
asked—and few have answered—deal with the
causes, rather than sources of pollution.

To recognize the causes, not sources, of the de-
struction of our enviornment, we must look into man,
rather than look into his technology In other words,
we are examining the conditions in which our tech-
nology was created.

The questions we should ask are these: What exists
in modern economics, in the means of industrial pro-
duction—since pollution is the end result of this pro-
cess—that encourages or permits the disregard which
lead to the destruction of the enviornment? And what
cultural tendencies underlie this disregard of the envi-
ronment?

In the past two hundred years our nation has
evolved from one of spirited capitalism and free enter-
prise to one which is controlled by a capitalistic oli-
gopoly with little free enterprise. This change has
transformed only the base of economic power, from
the private enterpreneur to the vast and complex cor-
poration which now dominates the American econo-
my. Although a shift in economic power has oc-
curred, the spirit of capitalism remains the same with
nearly everyone trying to rise up in economic rank by
making more money than the next fellow. '

Massive production for massive consumption is the
game, and its rule—if you are to win at all—is to gain
profit.

Its spirit rose from Protestantism, from Calvin and
Luther, from a philosophy which placed its emphasis
on activity. This emphasis, occuring at the same time
of early capitalism, turned to activity in work and the
acquisition of wealth—not people and their well-
being.

Formerly one of free enterprise, our economy is
now geared to private enterprise and private gain, the
enterprise and gain of a relatively few (oligopoly).

The source of profit is established through the ex-
politation of workers, consumers, and, natural re-
sources, and is the characteristic which differentiates
capitalism from other economic systems.

We know of the exploitation of workers; we know,
too, of the exploitation of consumers. These are not

our main concerns here. It should be noted, however,
that as long as workers and consumers are ruthlessly
exploited and manipulated, natural resources will
also be. The three are related in one other aspect, since

. they are limited; man is dependent upon the natural-

resources; if they are used completely, destroyed, or
wasted, nothing will be left for either the public or
private good.

Private gain needlessly exploits and causes harm to
the public good, of which itself is part. Such gain is
suicidal; it is a short-term gain—for economic prof-
it—but its consequences catch up to it in the long run.
In the end, no one profits.

It may seem simplistic, but to overcome this our
values must change. We must start valuing people
more, profit and property less. As long as we continue
to value profit and property more than people, we will
continue along the same path.

One might argue that the Soviet Union, not a capi-
talistic nation, but a communist one, has its share of
pollution. First, it must be recognized that Soviet
communism is simply a facade for a managerial class
system, much like our own. Industry is controlled by
an oligopoly—hardly socialistic. Secondly, though
the Soviet emphasis is not on profit, it is on produc-
tion, and the means again is through the exploitation
of the working classes and natural resources. Hence,
both the American and Soviet spirit and means of
industrial production are similar. .

Inter-related to the economics of pollution is the
culture and its fundamental themes from which mod-
ern economics grew simultaneously with the philoso-
phy of Protestantism. Here, too, one might argue the
differences in culture between countries which share
the problem of pollution, e.g. the Soviet Union and
Japan as compared with the United States.

Pollution is pervasive, and this is because our cul-
ture has extended itself across the entire world. West-
ern culture, its Judea-Christian themes, have pene-
trated from geographically Western Europe and the
Northern Hemisphere into Asia, Africa, South Amer-
ica, et. al. via trade, colonialism, imperialism, and
missionaries who wanted to ‘“civilize” primitive
people and help them emerge from a pollutant free
environment to ours.

The world has become accultured to Western
thought. It has become accultured to the spirit of cap-
italism, the acquisition of material wealth, the value
of profit and property over people. And with this ac-
culturation the world has begun to commit suicide, a
most brutal suicide—both poisoning and choking it-
self. Perhaps Sigmund Freud’s theory of a death wish
will find meaning on a societal level as time goes on.

An examination of some basic doctrines which
form the foundation of Western culture reveal cultur-
al patterns which encourage a disregard for the en-
viornment. The fundamental Judea-Christian beliefs
that possess a regard for the “dignity of man” and his
existence being “separate from nature” exemplify
these patterns. The implication of the belief of mans’
existence being separate from nature is that man can
exist not only in spite of, but in total disregard of it as
well. Ecology, the interdependence of life, would
seem irrelevant to mans’ dignity.

African and Oriental cultures, before West-
ernization disrupted them, felt man should live in har-
mony with nature. Westerners generally look upon
animism as privitive; but worship of the trees, air, and
water, showed a deep respect for nature, for all the
biosphere—because man intuitively knew he was part
of nature’s intricate, inter-related balance, and that it

was not to be tempered with.

If we desire to preserve our soil—the source of our
foods and that which determines its quality—and in-
sure its richness, the methods of farming in the West-
ern and Westernized countries must change. New
methods of farming must reduce erosion in some
areas, and reduce drought in others.

Such a change would involve the socialization of
farmlands. Presently, farms and fields are square or
rectangular in shape—a form necessitated by the bor-
ders of private property. Through socialization, this
land would become public property in the sense that it
would have a collective ownership. Under such own-
ership lines of demarcation would not have to be used.
Hence, the land could be plowed in S-pattern form
without any legal problems arising from the demarca-
tion of private property. The reason? The advantage
of S-pattern farming is that it reduces erosion of the
soil and promotes more thorough irrigation.

It may seem a surprise, or at least an unusual reve-
lation that even the way we Westerners bury our dead
disrupts nature’s intricate balance. The carbon cycle
requires natural fertilizers to replenish the soil with
what was taken from it. Organic farmers use compost
and manure, but these are only a small part of what

the soil with what the soil should receive in order to
preserve a high quality of soil which produces a high
quality of vegetation. By being buried in hermetically
sealed coffins, the soil is deprived of the excellent
fertilizer we are. The people we used to scoff at as
being primitive buried their dead without such luxu-
ries; in fact, they buried all the property of the de-
ceased which was generally grom organic sources,
animal and plant parts—not synthetic plastic or steel.

There are other factors responsible for pollution.
Over-population is one, industrialization is another.
Some would say pollution came along with tech-
nology, but this is not contrary to what has been said.
Technology must be viewed in the conditions whic
created it, and this has been what was attempted in
this paper.

Like population, pollution must be controlled not
by making amends for what has already occurred, but
by getting to the root of the matter. Just as the solution
to over-population is not greater food production, but
less babies, the solution for pollution is not to be
found in after-burners on autos and bans on pesti-
cides. These are only short-term devices, tricks to stall
and buy off the public while industry still makes their
profit.

The long-term solutions are to be found in econom-
ic and cultural change—an economic and cultural
revolution. The latter, dialectically, must peacefully
precede the former. It is we who have to end the ruth-
less and irrational expolitation of man by man and
nature by man by first purging ourselves as much as
possible of the tendency to disrupt the biosphere, and
then to attack and purge from our social systems the
socio-economic factors which are inclined to disrupt
the biosphere.

We must understand our secular and non-secular
origins and reckon them with what they have caused
us to wrought. We must built anew on co-operation
instead of competition; our concerns must be with
people instead of profit.

What this means is that we must construct a new
society, a society more of man and less of materialism.
If we do not, if we instead continue to travel the way
we have so far come, we will find ourselves with much
economic profit. But we must consider now what val-
ue profit is to dead consumers and businessmen.
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Kube
challenges
elections

Once again an attempt is being
made to establish a “student gov-
ernment.” I have chosen not to
participate in this action for good
reason. Remembering the lessons
of the past, I can only label ‘“‘stu-
dent government’’ as an absurdity
and safety predict its next demise.

Whom does it govern and from
where does it derive its authority?
The simple answer is it has no real
authority to do anything. It exists
solely at the whim of and for the
needs of the administration and
faculty.

Most of the issues raised by sen-
atorial candidates are entirely out
of their control and are of abso-
lutely no concern to the student
body at large. There is no such ani-
mal as student power at North-
eastern. The same holds true for
student rights. Students have no
rights other than those listed in
federal and state laws (hoepfully).

If the student body were not so
apathetic and were able to digest
more than one idea at a time, the
real motive behind this whirlwind
campaign would not be so easily
camouflaged.

The real issue is the student
fee’s committee, which is the ap-
proved way of distributing a quar-
ter of a million dollars or there
abouts every year, and the only
committee of importance which

QUOTA

“Freedom of conscience, of education, of speech, of
assembly are among the very fundamentals of de-
mocracy and all of them would be nullified should
freedom of the press ever be successfully chal-

lenged.”

-Franklin D. Roosevelt

students are involved with. If one
thinks that I am over emphasizing
the importance of that committee
of that it’s influence can be min-
imized, may I remind you of what
one of the Deans said recently
“Too many have been on the
gravy train too long”. The fact of
the matter is that too many depart-
ments and organizations continue
to operate because of continued
subsidies from student fees.

An interesting fact: the contin-
ued existence of “student govern-
ments” can be correlated with ups
and downs of the student fees com-
mittee. As you know, the state re-
quires us to pay an $18.75 activity
fee. They further stipulate that
there should be student represen-
tation and participation in dealing
with this fundage. When there is
no student government or reason-
able facsimile, one must be created
s0 as to place members on the fees
committee for it to operate legally.
Therefore it is my opinion that the
main reason why my two pre-
decessors and especially myself
were granted recognition by the
administration—not for the pur-
pose of insuring goodwill to the
students and attempting to gain a
stable student association, but to
insure the continued flow of cash
from the fees committee to the
various departments and organi-
zations. Isn’t it strange that I was
wisked into the presidency before
the fees committee had met, and
that I was declared illegal by a “re-
spectable” committee (all faculty

forum

voting) after all budgets had been
passed. Isn’t it also strange that af-
ter labeling me illegal, the Dean of
Students maintained thay my ap-
pointments to the fees committee
were legal, and always were. He no
longer speaks of this matter. The
simple fact remains that a quarter
of a million dollars worth of budg-
ets were passed illegally and with-
out concern for legitimate student
representation. And now that the
fees committee must meet again to
pass new budgets, isn’t it highly
coincidental that we see another
attempt to set up another “student
government”?

Make no mistake about it, the
issue is not rights or powers, its
MONEY.

I therefore am forced to chal-
lenge this election and all sub-
sequent appointments on the fol-
lowing grounds:

1. That the student elections are
a fraud by defalt of the election
committees failure to follow their
own precious student con-
stitution’s written or implied
procedures governing elections.
(a document which by the way
has not been enforced for two
years)

2. I question the candidates
qualifications as stated by that stu-
dent constitution, and their real
intentions to want to hold office.

3. The misuse of the title “Stu-
dent Government”, and all that
goes with it.

4. I further challenge the legi-
timacy, legality, and authority of

The Northeastern Print is a student publication of Northeastern lllinois
State College, 5500 N. St. Louis, Chicago, lllinois 60625. Opinions ex-
pressed within do not necessarily reflect those of the administration.
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this illegal body to operate for any
purpose, and its claim to represent
the student body.

Gene Kube
Student
for Silverstein’s
removal

This letter is in support of the
faculty and administration who
are seeking to remove Dr. Sanford
Silverstein from the teaching staff
at Northeastern Illinois State Col-
lege.

I am a student. I am writing this
letter anonymously because I do
not wish to hurt the feelings of Dr.
Silverstein. I have known him for
nearly a year and he has shown me
many times that he is a gentleman
and a scholar— but he has also
shown me that he does not belong
at Northeastern. It is a fact that in
the past few weeks he has made a
tremendous change in his attitude
and is, in a sense, tripping over his
own feet to be polite and “the per-
fect professor” to anyone he en-
counters. But I cannot forget the
numerous times in“the year that I
have known him that he has made
disparaging remarks about the stu-
dents at Northeastern.

Dr. Silverstein has a lot to offer,
but I repeat, he does not belong at
Northeastern. I do not think he
would ever really be happy here.
He belongs in a big, name school

Greta Lindquist

Glen Jurmann
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where he would be able to appre-
ciate the students and the school. I
do not believe he appreciates
Northeastern. If I am wrong, I
invite him to write to the Print in

reply.
Tuition complaint

What is going on with this
school? Just what is going to hap-
pen to our tuition?

I come from a middle class fam-
ily, where the total income is (be-
fore all deductions) about $21,000
with both parents working. Now,
right away, this is too much mon-
ey, and stops me from getting all
scholarships, especially grants!
The fact is, though, that I pay for
all my tuition, books, etc., etc. My
parents have not helped me for
two years and I feel proud being
able to do this. I would go to
school during the Winter and the
Fall and work during the summer
semester to earn money for the
coming trimesters.

This semester, I decided to go
for the summer term. I decided to
take one music course, worth 3
hours. Would you believe it’s go-
ing to cost me $84.50 just to take
one lousy three hour course?? It’s
79.50 for the course and then
there’s $5.00 for student fees.
Now w<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>