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GuEesT CoLUMN

Student Conduct Code,
August 2008 revision

Cyril D. Robinson
GuEsT COLUMN

This letter is a critique of the recent revi-
sion of the Student Conduct Code. I read
this code as an attorney, a professor emeritus
of the department of administration of justice
and as an executive board member of the
SIUC Chapter of the American Civil Liberties
Union. It is apparent that the students, faculty
members and administrators have made good
faith efforts to address the serious problems
of earlier drafts of the code, but
they have failed to provide what
the code promises under student
rights and responsibilities — that

students accused of violations of rlght to haVC

the code will receive “procedural
due process.”

Although the jurisdictional
issue is important and cases for
which the university can assume
jurisdiction are extremely broad,
that issue has been much dis-
cussed, so I will point out other
problems.

1) Duties and responsibilities
set forth in the code are all on the
students whereas the university has no duties or
responsibilities toward the students, except to
provide a procedure consistent with due process,
which this code fails to do as I set forth below.

2) Recordings are to be made of hearings.
Students are entitled to copies, but they must
pay for them. Nothing is said about the cost,
which is likely to be substantial. Nor is it made
clear how the copies are to be made. Most
students would neither have the time nor the
skills necessary to listen to such recordings and
reproduce an accurate transcript. The university
should bear this cost. There appears to be no
right of students to have or even to make copies

Students do
not have the

an attorney or
legally trained
person of their
choosing to
represent them
at the hearing,

of complaints or other paper records. In a case I
had, I had to sit in the hearing room and make
copies from my own notes.

3) Copies of tape recordings are destroyed
after the appeal period runs. There is no tran-
script, so when the recordings are destroyed
there is no record of the proceeding.

4) There seems to be no requirement that
the reasoning leading to the decision be set
forth in detail, nor is there any record of deci-
sions to form a precedent-based system. There
is no way to tell whether a present decision is
consistent with prior decisions.
There is therefore no way to
build a system of “law” as in
American appellate law. Each
decision is independent of every
other decision. It is only the deci-
sion-maker who can “secretly”
take into consideration prior
decisions she or he may have
made.

5) Students do not have the
right to have an attorney or legal-
ly trained person of their choos-
ing to represent them at the
hearing. They may only have an
adviser who whispers advice in
their ears, which by definition cannot be part of
the record. This limitation, when coupled with
the difficulties described above for the student
to obtain a record for appeal makes it nearly
impossible for the student to obtain a procedure
consistent with due process of law. Therefore,
appeals, and records of these appeals, which are
an integral part of the American legal system
and of its due process component, are missing.
A system without an effective appeal is a clear
denial of due process.

Robinson is a professor emeritus in the

administration of justice department.

GuEesT COLUMN

Banned books
should be read

Melissa Hubbard
GuEsT COLUMN

This week is the 27th annual Banned

Books Week, which is nationally sponsored

by the American Library Association, the

American Society of Journalists and Authors,
the National Association of College Stores,

the American Booksellers Association, the
American Booksellers Foundation for Free
Expression and the Association of American
Publishers. SIUC has a special interest in
this event because Morris Library Special
Collections Research Center is home to the
Ralph E. McCoy Collection of the Freedom
of the Press, which is one of the best collec-

tions in the world for the study of the history

of book banning.

Books have been banned, burned, chal-
lenged or censored in almost all societies since
the development of printing. Today, we occa-
sionally hear news stories about books such

as “The Catcher in the Rye” and the Harry

Potter series being challenged in U.S. schools
and libraries because some parents object to

their availability to children. The sponsors of

Banned Books Week take the position that
every adult should have the freedom to choose
what he or she reads and that parents should be
able to choose books for their own children.
Despite these continued challenges, we are
fortunate that no books are currently banned

by the federal government. For the most part,

we do have the freedom to read in the United

States. However, this has not always been true,

and it is still not true in many societies.

In 1633, William Prynne’s Histrio-Matrix,
a puritanical attack on theatrical produc-
tions and actresses, was burned by the com-

mon hangman in London for supposedly
attacking the Queen, who enjoyed attending
and acting in plays. The author was fined,
imprisoned and mutilated. In 1933, German
university students burned books related to
what Joseph Goebbels called “Jewish intel-
lectualism,” including works by Sigmund
Freud, Albert Einstein, Upton Sinclair and
H.G. Wells. In 1989, violence erupted over
the publication of Salman Rushdie’s “The
Satanic Verses,” which supposedly dispar-
aged the Prophet Muhammad. The novel was
banned in many countries, including India,
Iran and South Africa, and anti-Rushdie
riots occurred throughout the world, leading
to dozens of deaths and hundreds of injuries.
Several bookstores in the United States and
the United Kingdom were firebombed for
selling the novel, and many stores refused to
carry the book for fear of violence. Rushdie
was forced to live in hiding under a death
threat for many years.

Such incidents illustrate the continuing
power of books and the ideas they represent.
Banned Books Week is a time to reflect on
the importance and fragility of our freedom
to read what we choose and to celebrate this
freedom as well. The Morris Library staft
celebrate by reading from banned books. This
year the reading will be held at Longbranch
Coffee House at 5:30 p.m. on Thursday, Oct.
2. Everyone on campus is invited to join us. To
quote exiled Russian-American poet Joseph
Alexandrovich Brodsky, “There are worse
crimes than burning books. One of them is
not reading them.

Hubbard is an assistant professor
of library affairs.

GuUEsT COLUMN

The same old Democratic song and dance

Neal Tull

GuesT COLUMN

Whether you are doing the waltz or any one
of the “crank dat” dances, it is easy to recognize
the same old song and dance. This is true for the
presidential campaign as well.

For many months, Democratic presidential
nominee Barack Obama has been advocating
change. He has stated throughout this entire pres-
idential race that he is going to bring “change” to
the government. One would think Sen. Obama
is going to bring a revolutionary new type of
government into Washington, the likes of which
Americans have never seen before.

However, Obama’s plan for our federal gov-
ernment is nothing new. It is the same old song
and dance, masked by eloquent teleprompter
speeches. Obama’s “change” is nothing but big
government. Obama wants more government
programs that control more of citizens lives.
This has been a focus point of Democrats since

the times of FDR and the New Deal. Although

some New Deal programs such as Social Security
have lasted a relatively long time, most proposed
governmental programs are more efficiently done
by the private sector.

The private sector is better at these jobs
because competition drives workers to be bet-
ter than their rivals. A lack of competition will
encourage the attitude of “just good enough.”
Why would a medical school student work to
be at the top of the class when he knows he will
get paid the same as the doctor that comes in
last place? Obama’s change also involves raising
taxes for the rich and giving back to the middle
and lower classes. This same old song and dance
of wealth redistribution goes back to the early
1900s with Marxist ideologies about class equal-
ity. Yet many economists have stated Obama’s
tax plan will do more damage to our already
damaged economy. If you increase taxes for the
wealthy, many jobs held by lower class individu-
als will disappear. Wealthier individuals will stop
going out to eat as much, stop getting their cars
washed and cut down on their landscape work

around their houses. Even if you think these
jobs are trivial, they still provide thousands of
people with jobs. If wealthier people cut down
on spending, every class will lose.

Many industries depend on people who
spend money. It is called the service industry.
People who provide services for the wealthy will
be severely affected by such a large tax increase
on the wealthy. Also, we have heard over and
over from the Obama camp that “Big Oil”
should be taxed more because they have had
high profits in a time when gas prices are up.

Once again, Obama says this is “change,”
but it is the same old song and dance. Socialist
ideologies have always placed an importance
on capping the profit of companies. So now,
you have the Democratic party wanting to
limit the amount of money companies can
make off of their product. There is a distinct
difference between making profit and price
gouging. Price gouging is illegal, and anyone
caught in the act should face the penalties. Yet
why would we want to cap profits of companies

that are doing nothing wrong?

What people should understand is that if gas
and other goods continue to increase in price,
change will occur naturally. People will invest
in new technology and new alternative energy
forms. Why force an unnatural change that will
see the federal government taking over private
business?

Sen. Obama and the Democratic party are
trying to sell you old wine in a new glass.
By disguising and repackaging the same old
Democratic philosophy, Obama is trying to pro-
mote a message of change for the government.

Even if you agree with his policies, it is unwise
to believe that any of Obama’s policies are new.
The American people need to recognize them
for what they are. They are not new. They are
not change. They are the same old song and
dance. If Obama is elected president, he and the
Democrats will do a river dance all over capital-
ism and the American economy:

Tull is a graduate student in history.
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