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Incompetence breeds apathy
nou" a resoundlngVlct'ory'for wer^s^nTs^ra^So JS 'h? f,RC' « ,lnds aPaak followed by a second 
the no side, the possible im- ofthewhSleorganlîatToli ?h8 ' n*uS,mMa*uS îuat,0n- readlnfl and vote.lf unaniml- 
peachment of a council How could 9the system In? S'Lh0?8*itut,on wa® ty Is not yet reached, debate 
member; what is all this do- have been designed then to r«°Lo? 9k d t0 copa with and a final binding vote
ing? It Is making the student deal with the possibility of rtefinnH ibere a radical . ia should follow. Textbook
government bodies -- the this? Firstly the SUB hoard of* ned as^a Peraon w,th models of parliamentary pro-
SRC and the SUB board -- should have’none out and nr. S*r°K? and. Possibly ad- cedure need not be followed
look incompetent in the eyes lively promoted student sua ^'^L6 CO!™lctions« who has they can be modified to fitdLSSS S®,-» ^^rblems *vicious circa o« student ^semed^campa^run, /ohn BoJîçKced^"^0^"^,,^

mature'eîérnents™n student SSÆTtTÆ/ S JSLSSASS^SS
government, there are indeed door research From thi. ÎLUt ™er a c?7lment on how look foolish, 
such elements in just about various oossibilities shncn ,he„SR,? c°uld deal wlth all
all forms of administration. It have been drawn up and the ^Th/maln nhlarti h ih The lack of anticipation of 
seems perhaps that when same process followed to , n ?,bi°ftive shou|d Immaturity is definitely the
r°~Pme have ,he eliminate aM plans but one hdilule from 0verldin6 cauaa of student
courage to take power, they This process should have nnmiifltinn dn^ ^ ^ government problems. These
also have the courage to been very detailed and would Sfîîiniî 00 and t0 make Problems have been in effect
show forth the playfulness have Involved much work A First i? V' for many years and student
that is in us all, deep down, plan, complete exceot for qhL h’hoT.6' discipline apathy has been growing.

Nevertheless, systems can fine enoineerlno detail wnniri ou ? be put 'n meetings, The low voter turnout is a 
be built and plans made that have resulted ÎÎ1® ^^f'rnJan s.h°uld sPeak good physical indicator of
allow for flexibility in dealing UP m®re forcefully and he this (is the SRC really
twLïT elem!nts* an" The next step would have perfectly BetL repres®nt|ng all students?)
^'pate t,mes when they been to present the pro- wouîd f lier down ,eadershlp a?d the SUB and SRC pro
might cause problems, and posais to both STU and UNB sJrondîv m i b,ems are the main ex-
therefore allow for much student councils for their en- Ki^C#în?ly’ enXhe R pro' amPles.
system6r °peration of the dorsement. Considering the t^ov^r^al^motions8 thrne lf <Thar?9es are initiated to 
syftam- proposals would have been readino svZm thlnT counter immature elements,

Let us take two examples, exactly the majority student adopted th«£h°£d b! Ü ,may be severai years 
the victory of the no’ side in concensus councillors adopt®d- lf there is not before voter turnout tops 50
the referendum and the pro- would have found them hard readina°U|t «hnnkTh8* f'rSt per ceRt But then thePSRC 
blems the SRC have to oppose. Likewise, had a datorv9’fnî th« W 11 be real,y representing a
“"T When dea,ing referendum question asking; seconder to staTp° P^rtiv ^^fnt b°dy who trust them; 

Th« * ï°HerSy- “Do you agree to the com whv thev have mad* Z mn and . he university communi-
The no decision was not tinuation of the present an- tion Thin rff îh * ty will be a much better place 

made by students because nual $15 Student Union Jlon. Then two people from to be a much better place to 
they could not afford $15; nor BuMding allocation of my s?u the 0pposmg side should b®- 
was it made because they did dent fees to be used for the
r°Ai icï:ant ren<?vations, the exact proposed renovations 
vause committee wanted
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ei hi nil tw° other ed by the CAUSE committee 

p°®ia,bmti,®?; either the would have been impossible
JnnunJS did not ,like the so there would have been 
renovations, or else they less opposition and
were so totally confused by therefore much less confu- 
? the Pj0pa??nda> accusa- sion. Immature elements 

Ra.,and differing claims could not have reared their 
that they voted no to main- heads.
tain as close as possible the So much for the could-
St^üSiqu°," have-beens. The SUB board

Qbviously a mixture of has to decide where to go 
these two factors provoked from here and it can yet 
the outcome. In other words, follow this path and even be 
students did not really know successful and even work on 
enough themselves about 
the proposals, some being
fearful of detrimental not Incompetent, but by an-

*arLd \hey did not tlclpation they could have 
trust the student government saved a lot of money and 
to make the best decision work.
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the proposals they paid for 
as a basis. The SUB board is

' I’m glad you young people have seen fit to protest 
nonvtolently. It shows you’re chnlixad. Now get out.” tc, SIs
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