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The Student Senate Association 
(SSA) will propose a revised 
cxntiIution as a referendum in special 
Qmpus elections to be held September 
23, 24 and 25 in Campus Center N~rth. 
The special election is being held to 
decide only on the new constitution. 
FJeclions for Student Senators will be a 
week later along with a referendum on 
NYPIRG. 

De Student's Union, Inc 

Under the proposed Constitution, 
SSA President Sarajean Rossino and 
Executive Vice-President Stephen R. 
Duncombe will relinquish their titles.to 
bec:omC "coordinalors." They will also be 
changing the name of The Student 
Senate Association to The SUNY 
PuIthase Student's Union, Inc .. 

Duncombe and Rossitto, with input 
from club and organization members, 
freelance political activists and various 
IIIDdeIIts, have created a new manifesto 
fQr which they hope the Student's Union 
wiD stand. After this declaration'of ' 

"purpose follows their revision of the 
SIUdenl Senate constitution and By-laws. 

"For years we have been taught to be 
hierarchical," said Duncombe. "how to 
are sexist language and be aggressive. 
Tbere is a long process of relearning 
ahead, and hopefully, the new 
Constitution and Union will give us the 
hedom~_" 

One rrugor difference in the proposed 
Constibltion is that all students will be 
JiftD a vote in the Senate. Also Senate 
meetings procedures are being changed to 
tty 10 ensure an equal voice for each 
sqIent. 

"We canned all parliamentary 
pocedure," said Duncombe. "No one 
understood what it was about anyway. 
So we're just running this on a 
com~iDation of the e~perience we've had 

,naming meetinp and human respect." 

1btle will no longer be a permanent 
c:baiIpersOD to control speakers and the 
.... A -facilitator" will organize the 

agenda for each meeting but a rotating 
chair system, allowing the present 
speaker to choose the next speaker, will 
be implemented. A different facilitator 
will be re-elected for each meeting out of 
the Senators, who will be renamed 
"organizers" . \ 

No Voting on "Budget Issues" 

An already controversial issue, 
involving voting rights, is that the 
student bOdy will not be able to vote on 
"budget issues". Students will vote on 
the total fmal · Senate budget, but only 
the organizers will create it. Only 
organizers will be able to vote on budget 
issues that come up during the year. 

We canned all 
Parliamentary 
procedure. No one 
understood what it 
was about anyway. 

- Steve Duncombe 

Rossitto and Duncombe don't want 
votes taken away from the student body 
but felt that many different costs must be 
considered before using money; in order 
to keep fmancing van. runs and clubs. 
They felt that after one hundred to two 
hundred people regularly aucnd meetings, 
and have a more rounded view of the 
budget, might all students have an equal 
vote on budgetary issues. 

"We are safeguarding ourselves 
because we realize we are not an 
autonomous group," said Rossitto.,"We 
are a corporation. " 

"Five years ago the student 
government overspent by $31,000," said 
Duncombe. "If this school was more 
conservative we would've lost control of 
the student activity fee. The 
administration would tell us what to do 
with our money. We can't afford to make 
anothez. mistake li1ce thaL " 

Many specifics of the. old 
Constitution, like election rules and 

irilpeachment proceedings, have been cut 
out of the main body. amended, and added 
to the By-laws. There has been an 
elimination of the Academic Affairs 
Committee and the Student Life 
Committee. According to Sarajean 
Rossitto they didn't work because people 

. 	were not sincerely interested and as a 
result the Senate became bogged down. 
Instead committees will be organized as 
specifi.c needs arise. 

The represenl8tional structure of the 
Senators will also be changed. Two 
Senators will be chosen from each 
academic year instead of as 
representatives of different academic 
divisions and the residence halls. 

A Changing Philosophy 

Rossitto and Duncombe felt there is 
an important philosophical change; 
students will have to get involved. 
Rossitto stressed the importance of 
"gening people together", namely by 

having the organizers get more involved 
to more effectively represent student's 
views. 

"It'll take awhile for people to 
become more active," said Rossitto. 
"Not only are we changing the structure, 
but we've got to somehow change the 
way people view the structure -
including us." 

Not only are we 
changing the 
structure, but we've 
got to somehow 

.. change the way people 
view the structure -
including us. 

- Sarajean Rossitto 

Their ideal is to make themselves 
"useless". Said Sarajean Rossitto, "The 
power of a good leader is leaving people 
behind to carry on whatever happens. A 
good leader does less in a lot of ways. " 

llIIDfSll~~~ 
- Analysis of the Constitution: Pro 
and Con. 

-Once Again,. The .NYPIRG 
Referendum 

The Documents: The Manifesto 
and the proposed Constitution 

The New Constitution 
Referendum: . 
V ote in the elections on 
Sept. 23,24 and 25 at CCN 
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make budgeting decisions 
manageable than going to the studellll 
large, but it is no change. Nor docs 
decision imply trust in the students 
,the part of the authors. 

A clear understanding of what 
is meant by a "budget issue" is 
needed. There is no definition of 
coristitutes a budget issue in 
proPose4 constitution nor who 
have the power to decide what one 
be. While most items involving 
might be fairly obvious there is 
structure for dealing with marginal 

The student body will be allowed 
vote on the Senate's overall budget 
the next year but it will have no vote 
-how that budget will be organ~ 
Therefore, students not involved 011 

finance committee will have no way 
add amendments to a final 
proposal. Students will have 'to 
vote for a budget proposal as it stands 
vote against it without change. This 
against the proposal could leave 
Senate without any budget at all and 

, time to produce a new one. 
Moreover, neither the Constitution 

the By-laws contains any deftnition 
what makes up a quorum, the minim.~ 
number of students needed 10 vote 
business. For "budget issues" a 
is 8 organizers, since they are the 
ones ' who can vote on those items.· 
Otherwise it seems a quorum could 
three or three thousand. The intent of 
authors should be made clear. 

The removal of parlimentary 
procedures is also a major problClD 
because the replacement structure 
lacking in critical ways. , 

Under the new proposal there will be I 
revolving chair, meaning the 
speaking becomes the chairperson 
chooses who will speak next There 
also be a facilitator who will organiza:'; 
the agenda for the meeting. A new 
facilitator will ·be chosen for each 
meeting out of the "organizers" of tile 
Senate. 

Firstly, there is no determinatioo fi 
who the frrst speaker will be. More 
importantly the facilitator ~ been gival 
no official powers to faclitate or organize 
once a meeting is in progress. ne 
facilitator must " in no way act as I 
chairperson" but he must 8lso "keep die 
discussion following the agenda focused" 
and "clarify arguments." Under tho 
rotating chair the facilitator must be 
called on to speak. 

Possible scenerios for meetings under 
this proposal: The inability to halt 

.discussion and end a meeting, the 
inability to 1l!0ve to other items of the 
agenda, and the ability of 2 or 3 students 
to filibuster discussion of an item or 
meeting. The· avoidance of ~ese 
situations is dependent on the goodwill 
of the students, and while fully in 
accordance with the spirit of the 
constitution\ the framers obviously had 
their doubts about the abilities of the 
students as evidenced by the reluctance to 
trim o'Ver budgetary matters. H there is 
trust let it be absolute; if there is no 
trust let theie be some precaution against 
disruption and disorder. Either way a 
decision must be made. 

Ambigueties make the reading of the 
constitution difficult and even 
dangerously unclear, there are some 
major .contradictions in the philosoby 
and practice of the constibJion and even 
some structural flaws. These mistakes 
should not become the law. Given 
the amendabil;ity of the new 
Constitution, it is entirely possible that 
the problems d~ribed above will be 
amended out of exjstance. What should 
not have happened is the sloppy 
realization of the goals in what is a hasty 
and poorly edited document 

An-AnaJysis:of the:Constitution: 

Two ~Views 
T·wo·Opinions 

Pro 

By JENS WILKINSON and 

DEBORAH TAYLOR 
We need a new constitution. The 

Constitution that we are operating under 
presently has only served to alienate the 
students from what should be their 
representative ,body. It has allowed a 
small clique of people to dominate 
student affairs without being held 
responsible to the student body. It has 
consistently operated in an inefficient 
manner, and has ~complished very little 
in the last three years. 

. The new Constitution proposes 
new ideas that could add vitality to the 
Senate, or Union. Although not perfect. 
it proposes a system of participatory 
democracy under which every student 
would be able to vote on many of the 
issues brought to the Union. This is 
really a radical shift from the past This 
would force the leadership of the Union 
to be accountable to the studenis. 

One of the most important 
element of the proposed Constitution is 
precisely in the idea of representative 
democracy. It may, as its creators have 
suggested, have the power to change 
people's attitudes: One of the major 
criticism that has·been leveled at it is the 
idea of "'fVhat would happen if people 

(The · current 
Constitution) ' has 
allowed a small clique 
ofpeople to t!ominate 
student affairs without 
being held responsible 
to the stu4ent body. 

paok the meeting?" This, however, is 
precisely where it's greatest value may 
be. People under such a system will 
learn that in order for it (0 function well 

. they will have to trust each others' 
judgement The existing system is based 
on distrust. the proposed one on trust H 
.the maxim that trust breeds trust has any 
validity, then the proposed document 
may indeed have the potential of really 
improving student life at Purchase. _ 

The proposed constitution also ' 
improves the system of representation 
that has existed. Under the existing 
system, inany swdents have been turned 
away by the Senate because the seat they 
wanted was already occupied, even 
though other seats were vacant Under 
the new system interested students would 
not be tlDlled away, but would be able to 
find a place in the structure. This could 
easily lead to at least a reduction in the 
alienation that many students feel 
towards the Student Senate. 

The major improvement offered by 
the proposed Constitution is its 
amendability. The existing one is like a 

block, carVed in stone and unchangeable 
except for very difficult procedures. The 
new one would allow students to change 
the document easily and efficiently, 
allowing the Constitution to be a "living 
document", changing with changing 
conditions. 

In many ways the faults that do 
exist iri ' the new version are carryovers 
from ·the existing document. These can 
be changed once the Constitution is 
changed. H the proposed Constitution is 
defeated, we may well find ourselves 
years down the road with the same, 
unusable Constitution that we have now. 
The proposed one will at least ~ow us 
and even encourage us to correct its 
faults, 

The ~ . major 
improvement -offered 
by the proposed 
Constitution is its 
amendability. 

The existing Constitution sets up 
a structure in which the varying elements 
are in no way responsive to each other. 
The "Executive Committee" is a group 
apart. a\lowed by the- Constitution to 
make decisions if it considers the maltC'ZS 
lIpressing" without ever. having to 
explain its actions to anyone. The Senate 
is theoretically the legislative body, but 
the wording of the Executive 
Committee's powers are sufficiently 
broad to allow that body to virtually rule 
the affairs of the Senate with an iron 
hand. 

The existing Constitution, for 
example, mandates a Senate of "21 
elected students", while a simple count 
9f the positions listed yields, yes, 22 
elected students. These are small errors, 
yes, but the proposed Constitution will 
allow for these inconsistencies to be 
ironed out easily. ' 

Another criticism that has been 
directed towards the writers of the new 
document has been the use of rhetorical 
phrasing. While these words do little to 
add to the documents viability, they do 
not detract from it usefulness. They need 
not be there, but there is certainly no . 
harm in their existence. It is, after all; 
the structure, not the rhetoric, -that is 
important. 

The new executives were elected 
on the promise that they would bring 
something new to the structure at 
Purchase. They have fulfiled that 
promise, and it is a good docilment Not 
perfect, but we should not demand 
perfection from it 

, Finally, it seems that we owe 
ourselves a change, to at least find out 
what things could be like under a new f 
structure. It 9lay be that not much will 
change. In that eventuaIity we will not 
have lost anything. If the new structure 
changes things just a little, then we have 
gained something important; a step 

.forward. The path to vitality will at least 
have been started. 

By BORDAN BUSHELL and 

JEFF CAMPBELL 


The new constitution proposed by the 
executives voted in on the radical ticket 
last semester -lives up to the radical 
promise but not the ideology that gave 
birth to it Full of innovative and 
creative approaches to the problems of 
running a student government and the 
monies it is endowed with, the proposal 
is unfortunately marred by serious flaws. 
The document also seems to have been 
put together in haste and is full of 
ambiguous language, unclear passages, 
rbetoric, and typographical errors. 

This is not a constitution, in its 
present form, that should govern the, 
students at SUNY Purchase. 

This is not to say that th~ have not 
been improvements in the new 
document Bureaucratic nonsense has 
been reduced wholesale in both the 
By-laws and the body of the 
Constitution. . Useless standing 

II committees have been removed from the 
roster. Additionally, the power to 
remove the heads of the various clubs 
and organizations around campus has 
wisely been left out of the present draft. 
These improvements do not shift the 
balance to the new Constitution; old 
problems remain and new ones are added. 

First among the new problems is the 
tug-of-war that occurs between stated 
goals ,and the 'practicalities of. running a 
government The goals of the authors 
are expressed in a Manifesto designed to 
replace the previous constitution's 
preamble. (See page 3 for tM text.) 

The Manifesto's basic tenet is that "all 
individuals have both the right and 
responsibility to determine the direction 
of their lives." It additionally promises 
that "all students have the right to equal 
voice and equal vote." An examination 
of the Constitution finds this 

. comprirnise4 in a number of ways. ... 
Flaws exist in the voting structure, in 

the removal of parJimentary procedure 
without a workable alternative, in 
ambiguous language and in the stated 
promise to relinquish its role as the "rule 
givers." 

Although all students will be allowed 
to vote in the yearly elections and the 

.referendums, they will not be allowed to 
vote on "budget issues". Only those 

This is not a 
constitution, in its 
present form, - that 
should represent the 
students at SUNY 
Purchase. 
snidents elected as "organizers" Will be 
able to vote on budget 'issues that come 
up during the year. 

The exclusion of the student body froin 
the Senate's main power, the allocation 
of the aproximately $240,000 in funds it 
collects from student. goes contrary to 
the stated principles of the organization. 
This exclusion of the student body from 
a vote on these funds during the year 
denies it an "equal vote". In fact it keeps 
the main power wher~ it was before, in 
the hands of the elected,few. This may 

' 



.:The Manifesto 
of- the ~urchase Students' 

or 

of the 
of 

Union, Inc. 

It is the fall of 1986 and the world is a frightening mess. 

At a time when people need to take responsibility for the 

shaping of the world, we find this responsiblity lacking. We 

find that the- governmental, socio-economic, and educational 

system encourages us to irrevocably relinquish our control to 


_	experts and leaders with the "right" answers. We find these 

"right" answers have led us toward an escalating arms race, 

intervention in- the Third World, domestic poverty, 

discrimination against people of color and those of alternative 

sexual orientation, and irradication of the right to, and freedom 

of, education. It is time for change. 


Our political philosophy is rooted deeply in the belief that 

all individuals have both the ~ and responsibility to 

detennine the direction of their lives. This is why the structure 

of the Purchase Students' Union is grounded in the principles 


_	of participatory democracy. Simply stated: all students have the 
right to equal voice and equal vote. 

But with these rights, the individual's responsibility to 

actively participate in the fight for their freedom of intellectual, 

artistic, political, economic, social, and personal development 

~ follow. And because all people are integrally linked in 

sister and brotherhood, one has the responsibility to fight for 

these rights for all people. 


It is not the Union's role to be the rule givers, 

"stooges", for the powers that be. It is the role of the Union to 

represent the rights and struggles of the students against these 

powers. The Union will not fight the fights fur the students. 

Instead, its job is to facilitate students in their own fightS. 


Our goal is student empowerment 
students'self-empowerment 

This Manifesto has been attached to the beginning 
proposed new Student Senate Constitution as a statement 
purpose replacing a pre-amble. 

The Senate 
.B'oard of-Elections 

By DEBORAH TA¥LOR Campus Center North September 23, 24 r 
The Student Senate Board of and 25 for the new Constitution from 

Elections is a committee of eight people 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. and 4:00 p.m. 
consisting of students, staff and faculty to 7!00 p.m. 

which oversees the election process. Copies of the new Constitution can 
Their role in the elections i~ d~tennined be obtained at the Student Senate OffIce 
by the by-laws.of the Consbtubon.. in Campus Center North. 

Mem~ershlp o~ the Board requrres Under the proposed Constitution the 
four full-tun.e matn.eulated students, who role of the Elections Committe remains 
are not runnmg for an offIce, two f~culty very similar to the way it i~ now. One 

----..., members and two staff members, one"h . that the Committe is supposed 
• th S d A'" ~ ange ISrepresentmg e tu ent cUvlt~es toinsurethatcandidateshavenomore~ -----., 

Department .and the other represenlJ.Ilg posters and spend no money on therr 

Student Affarrs. 	 ca!1lpaigns. Also, the new by-la",:,s 
This year's Election -Committee, require that an announce~ent be made m 

organized by Peter Baldissari, consists of _,some sort of campus media. 
Peter Bell and James Boyle representing 
faculty, Seth Mendelowitz and Linda .-,~-----""':':""----, 

The Load 
SUNY Purch_ 

Porch.., N.Y. ItS77 
(914) 253-Mt7 

lens Wil/cins01llDeborah Taylor 
ediIors-in-chieC 
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Student Senate AssocialionJbrough !he 
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Re-ferendum 
DEBORAH TAYLOR 

During next week's Senate 
to be held September 31 and 
1 and 2, there will be a 

_ dum concerning the funding of the 
York Public Interest Research 
(NYPIRG). 

The Third Time 
This referendum will actually be the 
time that students will be asked if 
want the campus NYPIRG chapter 
funded by the Student Senate. 

The fIrst such vote was held in 
1985, and resulted in the funcUng 

NYPIRG for that semester. The 
Jerendum was posed as a three part 

giving students a choice 
raising the activity fee by $5 

$3 slated for NYPIRG, raising the 
fee by 5$ with none of the extra 

going to NYPIRq, and simply not 
the activity fee. NYPIRG won 

referendum by a margin of 47 votes. 
results of this vote were questionned 

because many students who 
did not understand the fonnatting 
question and voted incorrectly or 

!heir ballots disqualifIed. 

'Irregularities' 
.The second referendum, held in May 
1986, asked students the same 

NYPIRG lost by a narrow 
of 6 votes in another election 

. was-contested and discussed at length 
Student Senate during the spring. 

count ,of students who came to cast 

and environmental protection 
COI'1>Orate accountability, higher 

education and students' rights. Do you 
support allocating $3 out of your current 
$60 Activity Fee to be used to support 
the funding of the New York Public 
Interest Research Group (NYPIRG)?" 

Betsy Ghafelehbashi, SUNY 
Purchase's NYPIRG State Board 

Do you support 
allocating $3 out of 

Activity Fee to be used 

Public Interest 

was higher than the count on the 
by 20 votes, and some students 

Ihal this irregularity was enough to 
into question the results of the 

The Senate decided to accept the 
but then voted to hold another 

Jlnndum for NYPIRG in the Fall of 

The Referendum reads: "The New 
Public Interest Research Group 

is a statewide, student directed 
and advocacy organization. 

main areas of concern are 

Representative explained, "I think 

NYPIRG affords students a unique 
opportunity to channel _their political 
feelings into political action both here at 
Purchase and across the state." 

your curre11:t $60 

to support the funding 
of the New York 

Res.earch 
(NYPIRG)? 

Group 

-NYPIRG Referendum 

NYPIRG's Plans 
So far this semester, NYPIRG has 

run a voter registration drive. sponsored 
the Birth C<5ntrol and Corporate 
Irresponsibility forum and is sponsoring 
the Chemobyl: Can it Happen Here? 
fornm. 

Future plans of the group include 
making people across New York State 
aware of and gaining support for the 
Toxic Waste Cleanup referendum which 
will be on the November 4 ballot Matt 
Bregman, NYPIRG's Project Coordinator 
stated, liThe Toxic Waste Cleanup 
referendum will for the first time start 
the clean up of toxic waste dumps"" and 
NYPIRG students across the state will 
make it happen." 

NYPIRG is also going to survey 
-Women's Health Clinics in the area and 
publish the results as well as explore the 
effects of food irradiation. 

. ------------- . - --. , ---~ \ · ~ ___ .~"j'j ~- . - - - ~ .-:---r-!"'~ -.~·-- N - -..~ "tf "" .'~ ~ ,e ew '. -;~. '---. -,~~'- . 
. . - .- '_. 

CODS I U Jon · \ t~t t6 '.. ""'" 

A · . 
, 

-
ALL n,rre'sd ia fORwELL. 

__AA.~' ~ create ---
L.. ..I 

Hagerm~ representing staff and Richard 
Weaver, Jennifer Pape, Jens Wilkinson 
and Deborah Taylor representing 
students. 

The Committee is responsible for 
publicizing the elections, sponsoring a 
candidates forum, preparing necessary 
documents and ballots-- includin.g 
wording the referendums-- insuring that 
petitions and cast ballots are valid, 
supervisiing the polling and ballot 
counting process, validating the results 
of the elections and maintaining records 
from ea~h election. 

Elections in the next tWo weeks 
include the vote on the new' 
Constitution, the funding of the New 
York Public Interest Research Group 
(NYPIRG), choosing a new Vice 
President of Finance and the elections of 
the Senators. Voting can be done in 

mandaJory lCtivity fee. 

The Load welcomes letters, suggestions 
and comments from the -campus 
community. Leiters to the Editor should 
be no longer than 250 words and signed. 
These can be..,left at the Info Booth, CCN. 
c/o The Load or at our office, 0028, 
CCS. 

~ . 



~ 

4 TM WAD September 23, 1986 

ThePropos"ee:rConstitntion· 
Equal Rights Policy . 

The Students' Union and all its recognized groups, clubs, 
organizations, and services shall make no rules, policies, or 
legislation nor shall it hold any fuctions which deny access, 
membership, or full and active participation to any studem on 
the basis race, color, sex, sexual preference, age, religion, 
appearance, ethnicity, national' origin, marital status, 
socio-economic status, physical disability, or political views. 

LName 
The Organization created under this constitution shall be called 
the Purchase Students' Union, Inc. 

ll. Dermition of Union Member 
Any student who pays an activity fee to the College at 
Purchase. Any student who would face undue hardship by the 

. imposition of this fee may be exempted under the provisions of 
Section 302-14 of Tide 8 of the Official Compilation of Codes, 
Rules, and Regulations of the State of New York. 

m. The Union . 
The powers of the student organization shall be vested in The 
Purchase Students' Union. 

A. Composition 

The Union shall be broken down into three bodies: 


1. Body at Large: All students. 
2. Organizers: Fifteen students elected by . 


referendum, whose job is to 

organize and fight for the rights of 

stUdents. 


3. Coordinators: Four students elected .by 

referendum, whose job is to 

facilitate the running of the Union: 


Coordinator of Clubs and 
Organizations 
Coordinator of Fmance 
Executive Coordinator A 
Executive Coordinator Z 

. 	 B. Decision Making 
1. 	 All decisions shall be decided by a.simple majority of the 

voting OOdy. 
2. 	 The body at large shall have voting power on all issues . 


excepting budgetary issues. 

3. 	 . Coordinators shall have the same voting rights as the 


body at large. 

4. 	 Organizers shall have voting power on all issues; 

a. on budgetary issues a quorum (minimum number of 
people needed for a vote) will be considered eight 
organizers. . 
5.Coordinators shall be able to make decisions of 

. "pressing" importance between Union meetings given the 
condition that the matter is announced the next meeting 
and explanation is given of why it was "pressing". 

C. Running The Meeting 
1. 	 All students shall have equal voice in the Union meetings. 
2. 	 There will be a rptating chairperson. (In other words, the 

person who speaks last calls on the next to speak). 
·3. There will be anew facilitator elected each meeting to 

keep the discussion following the agerida focused, clarify 
argumen~, and in general "facilitate" the smooth running 
of the meeting. 
A. 	 The facilitator will be chosen at the meeting 

immediately previous to the one he/she is to help 
run. 

B. 	 The facilitator will be chosen from organizers and 
coordinators. 

4. 	 All issues discussed at meetings will be taken from a 

written agenda. . 

A. 	 Anybody may submit items for the agenda. 
B. 	 The agenda will be compiled ~ items left in an 

"agenda box" located in the Union office 24 hours. 
prior to a meeting. 

C. These items will be compiled by the facilitator 
I elected for that meeting. . 
p. 	 The facilitator must publicize this agenda through 

. flyers, posters, at least six hours prior to that 
\ meeting. 	 . . 

....... 


. D. Committees 
There will be 2 standing committees; Budget and 
Programming. All other committees will be centered around 
struggles pertinent to the needs of the students. These will be 
erected and dissolved as conditions warrant 

1. 	 Budget Committee 
A. 	 It shall be organized by the Coordinator of Finance. 
B. 	 It shall review all major financial transactions of the 

Union and shall see that they are honest and adhere 
to the By Laws of the Constitution. 

C. 	 It shall construct the budget for the upcoming fiscal 
year and present this budget to the students for 
approval. 

2. 	 Programming Committee 

A~ It shall plan and run all large scale social events . 

B. 	 It shall coordinate the. running of the film series, 

coffeehouse, lecture series, and WNAS/FNAS. 

3. 	 Each COIIlIilittee shall elect a Spokesperson to 

give regular reports to the Union. 


IV. ·. Rights and Duties of Union Members 

A Body at Large 
1. 	 To be given equal voice in Union meetings. 
2. 	 To be given equal vote on all matters excepting budgetary 

issues. 
3. 	 To bring to attention, organize around, and act upon those 

issues feltto be important to themselves and their fellow 
students and humans. 

B. Organizers 
1. 	 To be given equal voice in Union meetings. 
2. 	 To be given equal vote on all matters in Union meetings 

including budgetary issues. 
3. 	 To bring to attention, organize around, and act upon 

issues felt to be important their fellow students and 
humans. , 

4. 	 To recruit their fellow students to work on issues. 
5. 	 To reach out and communicate the goings on of the Union 

to their fellow students and to hI:ing back to the students' 
thoughts and needs. 

6. 	 .To be responsible to the Union and act on behalf of all 
their fellow students. . 

7. 	 To attend all meetings of the Union and of those of the 
., committees of which one is a member. . 

8. 	 To be called on to act as a facilitator. 

C. -·Coordinators 
1. 	 ~ Rights and Duties 

A. 	 To be given equal voice in Union meetings. 
B. 	 To be given equal vote in all matters in Union 

meetings, excepting budgetariy issues . 
C. 	 To bring attention, organize BJ"Ound, and act upon 

those issues felt to be important to their fellow 
studentsand the Purchase Community. 

D. 	 To be responsible to the Union and act on behalf of 
all their fellow students. 

E. 	 To attend all meetings of the Union. 
F. 	 To be called on to act as facilitators. 
G. 	 To conduct Union business of pressing importance 

between Union meetings. 
H. 	 To present a report each Union meeting concerning 

student policy and procedures of the administration. 

V. Amendments . 
Amendnients to the_ Con$titution shall· be decided by a Union 
vote. 

VI. In Closing 
This Constitution is to be followed in conjunction with political 
philosophy and purpose put forth in the manifesto and the rules 
and regulations put forth in the By Laws ............•.. and 
remember, . 

WORDS ARE ONLY WORDS.dT'S THE 

PEOPLE THAT MAT·l·~R 


This text bas been modified from the · 
original. TyPographical aDd grammatical flaws have : 
been removed by the editors. Certain selections have 
been.delered due 10 space CODSIIaints. 
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