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November 24, 1969 aSSSS^j^X »’lS
The Editor, to encourage full and frank man could be® foe tore where ^wmJlg example that there may yet have to find their own
The Brunswickan discussion at the university, boards and c^™t ®. f th was nothing to be feared even “Dean Ker”.
University of New The operation was brilliantly fail, grasped the needs of the «img ^ ^ ^ feUow , bfjüeyt the Dean is to be
Fredericton, N. B. successful but its success was situation and proceeded on his «° memirs “traitors”. It commended for what he has

dependent on temporarily own. should now of course, be clear accomplished and I trust he
Dear Mr. Editor: keeping people in the dark To appreciate what shou ^ waited until will forgive all of us for our

I believe, Mr. Editor, that about what was actually taking Dean accomphshed let us first V ^ 17th to send his initial unworthy views. 1 trust, 
you along with many of the place and this did cause a bit of consider another letter, wntten Novem Editor, that in your next
rest of us, may have been confusion for a while. Even by a professor MacConnack let^a pom ^ ^ M editorial you wfll see fit to
rather hasty in jumping to faculty were slow to catch on which wasn t shots* require, as a associate yourself and the
conclusions last week about to what was taking place and it Gleaner. Pro condition for their success, Brunswickan with my views,
the true nature of Dean Ker’s was being said as late as Fnday MacConnack s letter & planets be in an And let us hope that any of his
letter. At first glance it did, I that UNB seemed to have sorn^ng as follows. ZlroonaU relationship and fellow members of the Board
admit seem to be just a gotten its Spiro Agnew even The members of the !B app scheme required of Deans who may have
Smiious attack on some of before it got its new President, of Deans are traitors to UNB the ^nate and Board suffered some temporal
his fellow faculty members but Just what was the Dean and to their professio » matines follow promptly on embarrassment last week wfll 
I think that on reflection you engaged in? It is, of course because of the JugWian e ee ^gs.^^ Pf Ms letter. in turn forgive him. Of course 
wfll agree with me that this was easy to understand why he manner in wluchtiieyhandl ^dP it wouid appear from the Dean might have revealed
not its real purpose at all. Only should have been disenchanted the recent so-called Strax af meetingP dates that the true nature of the scheme
the always perceptive John with the AUNBT and with the at the University i. ^ time in once it had succeeded no
Earl seemed to realize right CAUT after last year’s events. Brunswick and their fadure to teat wee when the doubt the Gleaner would have
from the beginning that there In spite of tiie actions of the insist on due process from , . bodies were in found space for one more
Ü tîTletter than AUNBT executive and beginning produced dissention two heavenly bodies were in ro _Hbut ^ is a small
first met the eye. Admittedly I membership supported by the within the University ^^wcur at the point in a venture of such
thoueht his attempt to explain actions of the CAUT executive, community and brough } Convocation but magnitude.
? ïs a pie Tf satireP (in academic freedom and tenure upon the University one <* Vn Now that it is clear that the
Friday’s Gleaner) was a bit thin committee and paid staff Administration the inauspicious time for the Dean did not intend the
hut then he must have been Professor Strax remained censure with <dl \ pipariv “if ;t were references to “traitors etc. to
Sritina early in the week suspended, an injunction was attendant adverse publicity for launching.) Cleary ^ be taken seriously probably we
kfSthetand de£ began obïïedld mai permanent, the University. Because of then done when U done, toen » a$sume that his
to take shaS and, as it turned and he was ultimately ineptness they have forfeited twere well it were ..resignation” from AUNBT
out he WtToo far from the dismissed without a prqper the right to speak for or to qu*Wy ™t ^letters and CAUT was also a blind
Zfhafteran hearing ever taking place. This represent the interest of the Senate haU to on me (after ^ his letter to Professor
tmît was only when one could created the possibility that University of New Brunswick whde te^d to rverson was signed “Yours
look back ^er the events of dissent might be stiffled at Faculty members M „ seriously but its real Sincerely” which might have

"*■ P"*ably f“hne‘ha‘ U.V“„,,m.ck”rueôn°; US. had .o Lome appmen.
I-------------------------------- ---------- probationary appointment he before the db°“p Men the Dean’s twenty years
I WANTED FROM fi teS» -££ïï

of money. He is, necessarily the Umversi y. AUNBT great venture and which gave
were written by him, nol to his und" „ *h'm‘"“"d te had mmberi Reacted as he no Mm Ihe courage to catryri out(

tzsssjGSÆ* Iknitytt^
resignation from membership jhe Board of Governors has charges, m^y f dismissal placed his letter formally make clear that Professor 
in the Association of . ed me t0 state that the injunction, an .,. . before the Senate and Board MacConnack” is a purely
University of New Brunswick f November 17 were - the whole bit. Fancifu consideration, imaginary professor, that his
Teachers. The letters were Ker in his these thoughts may have been Rafter ^t no action letter was bur a dream and that
signed by Dr. Ker as Dean of wntten ^ ^ ‘‘Professor M^cCorm^ack concluded again$t ^ does not as far as 1 know
Forestry. constitute an expression of could n P , ^er y^e maneuver had been represent the views of any
oA ,£T.'teTa3 Qfimon of the adminirimtion moIe item hit successful; member of feeulty a. UNB^

November 19, and addressed to or o e j Q Difleen growing file of „ Letters d (possibly even Edward D. Maher
you, in which he states that the A tine President Written But Not Sent. reaf.f ™ , ,'P J t h e Professor
two letters of November 17 Acting President Nqw Dean Ker, as a senior widened) and

THE FREDERICTON DAILY GLEANER

Your issue of November 17
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by tom Wallace 
"brunswickan staff
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what are your feelings about fredericton?i
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steve murchison 
forestry 2

"It’s a beautiful 
city but it’s too 
quiet ”

harv lew in
law 4 jerry viel 

forestry 2

"It’s okay. ”

barney wright 
arts 3

"It stinks. ”
"It’s not where 
you go 
you know. ”

r? but who
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le pilotcathy dry den 
arts 2 sub 1te

carolyn alexanderid
ih arts 3 "Too many trees, 

too many 
decisions.”

shirley allanach ‘ILeaves some
thing to be 
desired

». to 1 “Typical Mar-' 
itbnedty. ”
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til "Not bad, but...
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