
'Dimoi, surcustic reportingy"

Reader objects to a review
i lie Editor,

University lite was given a lift
lirc e wcks ago xith the two
cnecrts prcscnted by the New

1 olk. I hey 'sere fantastic---1
nîcan reaily great! Not unex-

lic-cted, the (iatewa-zy caine Up
\\ith ils usuai dismal, sarcastic
iport ing of yet another high-
lhI of Ibis year.

t be Newx Folk arc prohessionai.
i heir nmusic is of high quality,
hýeir chorcography was superbly

v ncroniedtheir lighting and
e ,ge props were effective, and
iier message xvas certainfy wortb
litening to with an openl mid. 1
i-ong object 10 Bill Pasnak's

%\ ute-ip ot ian. 1 6, for il dis-
laIýys a jaiosciosed mind of'

àru individuai who didn't even
Pave cnough , 10 remain

for tlie second hait of the concert.
Many of' us believe that Chris-

tanity can linade relevant. abs e
anîd vibrant ini flic lives and per-
sonalities of' xarsity stridents. iThe
Ncew Folk not only believe that,
but arc Out [o prove it. If Bob
DylIan. Janis Ian. J ii Hendrix
elec.. ..... an sing a philosophy
of fru]straýtion. lonetiness, despair,
scemnîng unrcst and social con-
ua'rri, xho's toco cndenin [ic New
Folk for (isplaying an optirnistic
sound. A sound wh icb îalks about,
-"a cbanged lufe", peace. freedom.
satisfaction, fli ient. meaning
aind a genuine purpose for living.
IO oSUggest that tbis is propaganda

in a sioppy forni is ludicrous and
immature. The New Folk didn't
rani tbe "bible'- dovwn our throats,
nor did thcy "clobber us witb the

cross". What they did do was to
honcstly share wsith their audience,
their owxn personal faith in God.
Vaith ik nof a crutch l'or the xxcak-
nîînded. nor is il, intellectual sui-
cile. Faitb ks believing in (iod
n the presence of doubt ....

's hile you're working through
doribt. l-aith kis ot the absence
(I doubi. The absence of doubt
s the absence of' îhinking.

Manv of us are grateful and
ýýpprcciaIive of the honest ap-
proach taken by the Newx Folk.
1Maîrshall MctL uhan says, "the
mnediumi is the mssg."The New
Folks' mnediunm is throrîgh con-
teinporary pop andî folk rock. and
their message is equaily as perti-
nent and contemporary.

Keith Anderson
arts 1

vert fo the Administration; il has
proven ils comnmunist synmpathies
by alloxxing the presence of the
radical "bastards" xxich \Ne now
bave to contcnd wi th. i o insure
future purity, The (iateway shoutd
also renuain under the direction of
nom-radical students. Perbaps IThe

nite a>' ine could be changed
ta soinctbing more inspiring. such
ias "The Middle (iround".

H-oss xx omderful lite xs ould be
tl orir canmpus could lie rid of the

ra(licals and their seditious "bull-
shit".

Ron Anderson
ed 3

ýre, to nîy knowledge, most
radical elemnents on this
icongregate. Once the oc-
-is are conipleted thue non-
scorîld, by the use of a
-utal beatings and forced

straighten sone of "those
s-out. The non-radicals

also take control of he
Iy iust in case thiere arc
fcals, comnmunists. or other
-uni on the editorial staff.

rthe campus purification
ni completeni the non-radi-
st lie vigilant. Conitrol of
ous brmildings must not re-

- case was callous

-1 lie Editor, ings xxe

The tetter 'sritten by A. Lund, (Il he
ed. 1,. concerning student radicals campus1
;ind the organization of a massive cupation

oý(n radical student gathcring ccr- radicals
tînly mierits attention. Mr. Lund few bru

(i.tserves praise for bis brilliant, baircrîts,
mdepth analysis of the student- b-astards'

power 'b)ulishit''. sboulda

NM. Lund, rmifortunateiy, bas ( ;a tc's ay
t .iled Io realize the fu potential any radi
tihat bis suggested gathcring oh sich scu
ion-radical students conld bave. Af er
rOnce gathered, the rigbîeous non- bas becn

d,(icals corîIld then proccecd to cal1s mus
Oscupy the Arts and Tory Build- the vari

MARIJUANA
A pro fessor unulyzes the AMA article

1 he Editor,

t1xxould like 10 comment on
tuie statement on marijuana made

iii The Gateway of Friday, Jan.
10 which wxas taken fromi a state-
nient by the Comimittee on Prob-
cins of Drug Dependence, a com-
îittee of the Amierican Medicai

Association. Aside fromîî the con-
t usion that the legal penalties
or the use of' marijuana arcecx-

<essive, Ibis statemient seenîs to
lie an astonishing mixture ofhbypo-
,i isy and callousness.

The bypocrisy of Ibis state-
uent lies in the assertion that
ulere bas not been enougb re-
,,carcli on the effects of nmarijuana,
particularly atter long-terni isc or
It high dosage levels. to permît
ilte [oe availabie legally. 1 do
iid somte menit in this argument
m~t il is hypocritical since flic
inedical profession did reely pre-
scribe ti anquilizers and tlic 'pili"

ithout mucb knowslcdge of sucb
I vtlfects and for a considerable

length of finie bas been using
leIctroconvulsive sbock tberapy on
i strîctly enîpirical basis xxithout
n understanding of tbe mechan-
snims iiîvolved and inspite oh fre-
Itient symploms oh bi ain danmage

i csulting froin a large nrîmber
t. such treatnients. Again. 1 wish

o enîphaize that rescarch on the
effects of marijuana is needeuf but
fl is worth nofing that a large

1Iuumber of people have fourîd it
to be of' benefit in their lives
and 1 would suggest that their
experience is no less valid than
lbat of AMA committees.

The callousness of the state-
ment lies iii the faut that the
i casolis for marijuana use arecmot
comsidered. In the Septernber,
f1068~, issue oh the A merican
Jourunal of Pi yclîialry, Drs. W. M.
Mc(jiothiin and L. J. West state
that "one of the most neglected
questions in evaluating drug eh-
fects concernis the individual
benefits whicb mnotivate the user.
Drug use in mnany instances may
xx cl be an attenipt to alleviate
synîîptoms of psychiatrie illness
tbrougb seif-miedication. tn some
instanices, nmarijuana use rnay
postpone or prevent more serious
manifestations of an iltness. Espe-
cially for recreational drugs. sncb
-i. aicohol and mîarijruana, an ob-
jective assessnîent of user moti-
vaition should consinter: effective-
ncss iin prodnicing pleasure. re-
laxation and aesfhetic apprecia-
tion. eiîhancement of appetite and
other senses; eiibanceiiient of' in-
ferpersonal rapport. wsarmth and
eiiotionatity. utility of variety or
ness mess of Perception aiîd think-
iîg: and enhancmîcent of enjoy-
nment ot vacations.,'scekcnds or
other peiods devoted 10 recrea-
tiou, rest anid pleasure." I1xxould
suggesi ibat a large part oh the
iicrest iin marijruana is a result
of fbe drliness and nieariingless-
îîess of maux' aspects of the "nor-
iîal" rniîddle-class lite and untii
fhis k recognizerl aînd deait xxith
mse cmii expect that miarijuana use
\%ilIi continue [o increase. Repres-
sion and excessive penalties do
lot deal with the problem and

probably serve to make it more

sermons sîmîce inany marijuana
uiers probably do "drop out" or
becomie "unipro(ductive" in some
scîîse sinîce fbey are trcafed so
cruelly and stupidly. t dIo not
'sish to inîply Ihat legalization oh
marijruana is a good solution t0
tlcis set of' problens but t am oh
flic opinion tlîat Ibis is better
than what xxe are doing îîow. If
the uiedical profession ssisbes to
nuake a positive contribution fo
the nmarijruana "problem'' tbey
shotîld try fo fimîd somne 'say of
meetinig the needs oh users or
pofential users. If the AMA is as
scriîously devoted 1(1 huinan xxel-
taie as il is f0 its own econoie
wlfarc, il sbould be capable oh

ccogmizing that the human needs
f'or pteasure, joy and breanlth oh
experience are legitiniate and. in-
niced, give niciani ng and signifi-
ta;nce to life.

Finallv. I do mot wisb 10 imply
that niarijuana shorîid be used il-
leg.îtly since the use of even a
mîîld psychedelic drug. such as
niarîjuauia probabtîy is. tnmder con-
ditions of soine anxiety is not ad-
viseable or that marijuania is frce
uf ill-ef'ects since any effective
drug s bound to bave sorne bad
effccts on somne people under
serne conditions. 1 do wish to
assert flî.mî 'seshould approach
tlic problcmis mentioncd above
\Nith honesty. intelligence and bu-
niauiify and that the AM A stafe-
inent iii The Gatemmay halls short
of tliose objectives.

Kellogg V. Wilson
Department oh Psycbology
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B6y Peter Boothroyd

Cou nc'il turns them off
Il bas been said before that the greatest problemi facing

students' council is its iack of social prilteiples upon whichi
t0 base ils decisions. Nowhec is this better shown than ini
the attitude shown toward the Indian Defence Fund.

i wo wecks ago counicil listencd 10 Mrs. Rose Auger,
a native Conmpany of' Young Canadian workcr, appeai for
hielp to iegally aid two fellow native workers reccntly ar-
rcsted in Nortlhern Alberta. Council grantcd $100 to a
defence fund estabiished to provide lcgal represcntation for
those arrested.

Somc people have been astonished that couneil should
grant so littie. TIhey wili bc iess astonished than disgusted
when they iearn that at its last meceting counicil deeided to
hold off paynent until the matter has been further in'4es-
tigated. Apparentiy council now secs itself as the jury of
the case, and xii decide in its own mmid the guiit of the
accused before contributing to the procurernent of legai aid.

It wili bc understandablc if thec native people involved
becomie cynicai about the possibilities of eo-operating with
white students. One of their numiber camne to Council, pre-
sented her case, aîd \vas given a grant. Then, tlie next weck
when nobody froni the lndian group was present, and on tic
basis of '4urther information" frorn an unidentified source,
council voted to reconsider the malter.

Students are supposed to be more idealistie than others;,
but on our council at least. il is stili too easy to detect
racîsmi. At best. it is a mialter of council mienbers showîng
total disrcga.rd for the fact that people are being put in jail
iin our province without the benefit of legal counsel.

Granted it's Alberta. and gran ted miost people figure an
Indian deserves ail the jail lie gets. but one expeets more
fromi a students' council. We nîust admit il: U of A students
are not nmuch different from ieifi students of Oie Miss in
regard to our attitudes to non-white civ il rights workers.
1 guess this explains why 1 have lheard people fromi the
North refer to natives as -niggcrs".

Man\ of these people will applaud council's decision to
reconsider the grant to the Indian Defence Fund. "Thait'il
show those niggers they can't whecdle nmoney out of us
for luxuries like legal counsel when they probably deservedi
to go ho jail anyway." The bell of it is that it will bcefthe
saine people five years froni now who wont understaîîd
why Indians are no longer even trying 10 explain thecir
situation 10 whites.

To top off the irony, flic terni "public relations" was
mentioned later in the council meeting. Needless bo say,
however, the "publie" 10 be related to is not the native
peopies, nor others who do not have the mionev for legai
aid. The so-cailed public ks the big corporationis like flic
Hudson's Bay Company.

There, iin a nut-shell, is thec whole university. First we
worry about our image in the cyes of the big comipanies, then
if we have any finie lefh oser wc debate the pros and cons
of providing legal aid 10 the poor and tlic discriminatcd.

It is tinily that this shouid have happened this week,
for in a sense, il is precisely this priority that eus opposes.
CUS aiso recognizes the necessîtx of' public relations. But
t() CUS the public is ail society-not just the rich and the
powerful. And flic relations to be dcveloped arc not those
of flhc phony images PR mten create. nor the obsequious
thanks offered to thec powcrful at such annual events as flic
Students' Counicil Appreciation Banquet. The relations are
to be those of fraternal iiivolvenient anîong people who have
a commnon goal: the dcvelopnient of a truly just and deio-
erahic soctety.

In part, il ks the idealisis of students that inakes nany
of tleiembut îlot U of A students* council-becomce allies
of society's underdogs. In part, it is also recognition of
cominion problenms: the need for uni' ersal acccssibility to
highcr lcarning and for thc equalization of power in society
and its institutions, C'US works to achieve these goals. and
thit is why. for instance, il supports tile Victnamiese. Our
students' couneil oin the othçr hand. does flot support any-
body who lacks the opportunity to send his children to thîs
uni ve rsity.

That perhaps explains why counicil lias officially op-
posed eUS. But il also explains thec votes of miost people
who sec a world larger than council"s pseudo-poliics-a
world ini which one-fifth of Canadians are hopelesslv îmi-
poverished, a world in whichi legal counsel is a luxury. a
world ini which universities train techinicians for the clite and
discourage studcnt insýolvemecnt witlî the poor. The people
who do sec this world are voting to join CUS.

Not because ('US is the answer. But because it is one
of the mecans to change.

Is this a sarcastic letter?


