Monday, February 7, 1966

Students and Polie

We hear @ lot today, par-
ticularly from student groups,
about the necessity for student
involvement in policy deci-
sion-making, Since, according

this position,

exist to serve

their students, those students
ought to play a part in deter-
mining university policy. They
contribute a substantial por-
tion of the operating revenue
and as clients their opinion of
the services they receive
should be sought. If a univer-
sity is a community of ad-
ministrators, faculty, and stu-
dents, all Icvels ought to con-
tribute to the formulation of

. In 30 do-
hgﬁieunivmxitymuﬂxe
Jocal society, the whole of
civilization, its students, and
itself. In | the effec-

transmission
and extension of knowledge
those most expert in that task
are the faculty, Obviously
they ought to play a large
part in determining university

poucy And this does not mean

Hearings Schedul e

No single commit

8 open hearings,
comprehensive and ag represe:

ntative as Ppossible, they need as

much student discussion as possible.

Every student has a sta
Our degrees will be affected,
ourselves, but by those of
this university become the

on the night

It won't

be that time

doing something constructive for one of the few times in your

university career,
UNB.

and you might even learm

something about
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(Although mo Arts brief will be presented on the 9th, Arts
students are unged fo attend and discuss their views.)

practically every aspect of a
university is related to aca-
tion between academic and ad-
‘ministrative policy becomes
meaningless,

Opposition to student par-
ticipation in policy decision-
making chiefly centres on the
problem of continuity, Stu-
dents are not, las individuais,
present at the university for

i What is
the
Education

Committee ?

The Education Committee is
an  essentially new develop-
ment at UNB. It existed in
name before this Yyear, but its
burpose then was not very
clear. It consisted of two mem-
bers who were to be UNB’s
representatives at discussions
of the Association of Atlantic
Students. ‘That organization
has been relatively inective
since the fee increase protest
marches last spring. Conse-
quently, the Education Com-
-mittee seemed to have lost its
function.

The SRC was asked to pre-
sent a report this year to the

ission on the Future of
the University. Chaired by
Dr. A. G. Bailey, Vice-Presi-
dent (Academic), the Commis-
sion is @ Faculty board of in-
quiry appointed by the Presi-
dent. At a meeting in the
first term, the SRC decided' to
reconstitute  the Education
‘Committee and give it the re-
sponsibility of drawing up the
student report. Later they ap-
pointed Roger Harley, a post-
graduate student in History,
as Education Chainman. Two
SRIC members, Lawson Hunter
(Third year Science and now
President-elect of the SRC)
and Ross Eddy (Fourth year
Physical Education) agreed to
work on the committee. Then
two Second year Arts stu-
dents, Madelaine Liong and
Wayme Beach joined to com-
plete its membership,

The Education Committee

(SEE Reverse side)

y-Making

very long. They are compara-~
tively ill-informed about the
complexities of university
problems and in most instances
too immeuture to handile them
effectively, Rarely would a
given student be on a policy
committee for more than one
year. Thus there could be
scarcely more than a constant
re-explanation of policy mea-
sons.

There remain, however, two
compelling reasons for student
membership on certain policy
committees. The first is thay
there are many areas of uni-
versity life where student
needs are inadequately iden-
tified. Decision<makers would
profit from a steady exposure
to student attitudes and reac-
tions to proposals, They would
probably see, too, that there
were many areas of university
life that were simply ignored
through the lack of exposure
to student ideas. This is par-
ticularly true in @ university
where even the faculty plays
a very limited role in decision-
making.

Secondly, there is the ques-
tion of morale, A stud
confronted by decisions with-
out much knowledge of the
reasons behind them can be-
come alienated from faculty
and administration, This is im-
creasingly a problem in an
expanding university. There
must be channels of commumni-
cation which guarantee the
students sufficient knowledge
about policy reasons so that
students will not become res-
tively opposed to the other
levels of the university,

Student participation on po-
licy committees should simply
mtfbeviewedasasharm'got

isi ~making power,
They should be there to en-
Sure that the actual decision-
makers are aware of student
reactions and needs, They
should be there to ensure a
ready communication between
all levels of the university. A
limited membership on policy
committees in selected areas
would not in any way tumn
over d'eeision-makjng to the
students. It would, however,
be a constructive approach to

tal problems that
exist in any university,




