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houever, that all of judicial has completely misinterpreted the original

statement.

tle signed a petition admitiing that we had either explicitly or com=-
rlicitly broken the paristal rules, and hope¢ that ews action resulting
from this admission would lecad to a morc honest and reprcsentative student
government. e hoped, too, that this would lcacd to some suggestions
on how to mecke our education morc honest, more consistent with Bennington's
reputation as a liberal-mindec¢ institution. However, we arc puzzled and
angered by the way the Judicial Cormittee felt free to forrulate a student
petition into their own terrmsi +to make what wes a remarkabls show of stu-
cent committment into an exirc ely foolish and tzctless power play.
Had we been read Judicial's particular formuletion at the meeting, before
voting, we would ha:'e voted noe Suspens on of curriculum was cCiscussed
at the mecting, but to projcct an a-olishnment of curriculum simply is not
the province of thz Judicial Cormittee, Stucent EXC is the most sensible
anc cilective channel for erpressing such sugr2stions, Surcly thegs vere
L¥C rcpresentatives ai that meeting - why veren't they rcminded and organ-
ized? llost depressing of all, lie wonderful sug estions made at the nceting
have been riciculously simplifizd in Judicial's preliminary remarks.,
1o insisl on cessation of rules and curriculw: for nexi fall, on the basis
of a petition signed to clarify the paristal issue, is sheer irresronsibil-
ity; it invites similer illogic in the acrinistration's treatment of
the petition. %he people who orijinatsd the petition shoucd a lot rorc

semse in their iicthed than thes Judicial Courittee has,

i'e really want most of the changes proposed at the Jucicial meeting
to have a good chsnce of being imrlemented. They should have been respon-—
sibly forrulated by the student organization most empowered to do so, Jud-
icial should have kept its place as an advisory and disciplinary bodye

lie continue to support the explicit staterent of the original pet-

jtion. Ve refuse to support Judicial's misleading formulation of our motives

and solipsistic interpretation of our goalse

Carole licGuirk

Janie Paul





