6

Regina crisis

brunswickan, tuesday, Jan. 14, 1969

follows

REGINA (CUP) — People who advocate censorship usually

have something to hide.
The board of

blackmailing the

editorial control over the student newspaper,

ernors of the University of Saskatchewan is
campus student council into establishing

the Carillon — for

the greater good of the university , of course.

It’s the most naked form of
blackmail — the board has even
issued press statements about
it. Shut up the Carillon or we
won’t collect student union
fees. No student union fees, no
student union.

According to the board’s
press release, the Carillon must
be controlled because the paper
“has pursued an editorial policy
clearly aimed at undermining
confidence in the senate, board
of governors and the admin-
istration of the university.”

The board has shown no
willingness to discuss whether
or not the editorial policy is
iustified. Instead, a cloud of
supplementary  reasons for
censorship of the Carillon have
been tossed at the public, none
of them substantiated.

Administration principal
W.A. Riddell says the Carillon
must be censored to halt a
groundswell of popular indigna-
tion directed against the uni-
versity .

Riddell also claims the Caril-
lon must be censored because
it’s “obscene”. He was quoted
on the obscenity charge in the
Regina Leader-Post, but he told
this writer in a subsequent
nterview  the charge was a
“red herring’’.

Riddell also says censorship
must be established because
the community is not contrib-
uting enough money to a uni-
versity fund drive.

No one is willing to discuss
he possibility that the Carillon
must be censored because it
has been telling the truth.

Within a few miles of the
Regina campus are the legisla-
rive buildings of the province
of Saskatchewan — and the
offices of Liberal Premier Ross
[hatcher. For the Regina stu-
Jents, that means the govern-

aciit is one of their neighbors
not a very good one.

ihe history of the conflict
seiween Ross Thatcher and the
Regina campus spans a couple
of years, culminating this Octo-
ber when 1,500 students march-
cd to the legislature, where
ithev confronted Thatcher and
Merre Elliott Trudeau over the
inadequacy of the student loan

vstem in Saskatchewan.

They get no adequate
L @SpOnse in fact Thatcher
efused to discuss the matter
publicly at ali.

Student loans have been one

he Carillon’s favorite topics
during, the last two years —
«pecially since they broke a
rory last February, explaining
Allan Guy, currently
‘mnister of public works with
e Thatcher government, had
Caimed and received a $1,000
student loan while drawing a
alary in excess of $16,000.
The story, understandably,
»w national interest.
it also drew intense local
interest from Riddell, who at-
tempted to stop the story from
breaking by first trying to con-
tact Carillon editor Don Kos-
sick and then trying to get to
the printer. Neither attempt
W(':ide.

Within two weeks, the presi-
dent of the Regina student
council received a letter from
Riddell, asking why the stu-
dents union should be allowed
to continue using the name of

ur

the university, and, significant-
ly, why the university should
continue to provide space on
campus for the Carillon.

The answer to all three
questions was presumably con-
tained in a suggestion by Rid-
dell that a “policy board” be
created to direct editorial policy
for the paper — exactly what
is being ‘“suggested” by the
board now.

Kossick took the entire
matter before a faculty com-
mittee on academic freedom.
The chairman of the commit-
tee, Jim McRorie, now a
sociology professor at Calgary,
recalls the board’s threats faded
after the committee began its
hearings. The hearings were
never completed, and the com-
mittee never reported.

But the student loan issue
was not the only issue the
Carillon has covered during the
past two years, and again, much
of the material for their stories
has been supplied by the pro-
vincial government.

Even before uncovering the
good fortune of the minister
of public works, the Carillon —
in fact, the entire campus —
had been deeply embroiled in
the question of  university
autonomy.

When the government an-
nounced last year the forma-
tion of a ‘‘general university
council” superceding the usurp-
ing the powers of the Regina
faculty council, the Carillon
joined the faculty in claiming
university autonomy was threat-
ened externally.

Fears at Regina deepened
when Thatcher announced later
the same year the government
would approve the university
budget section by section,
rather than all at once — a
procedure allowing direct polit-
ical intervention in university
affairs.

Riddell announced that the
governmefit had changed its
mind  regarding the second
decision, but failed to convince
the Carillon that the autonomy

of the university was in any

less danger. He also failed to
convince Alwyn Berlund, dean
of arts and science, who resign-
ed last September.

His resignation statement
covered the front page of the
Carillon, expressing fears that

Regina’s autonomy had been
undermined by Thatcher’s
actions of the year before.

He also condemned the
silence of the Regina admin-
istration in failing to respond
to the attacks. The adminis-
tration, Berland said, had also
refused to defend him, when
he attempted to point out the
financial straits of the univer-
sity and was attacked by a
provincial minister for his pains.

The Carillon has not been
so _diplomatic. It has implied
that the administration has
acted as apologist for the
government, rather than face a

renewal of interest by the
government  in the separatw
sections of the university
budget.

Since Berland’s resignation,
the Carillon has gone even more
deeply into the question. In
October, the paper examined
the make-up of the University
of Saskatchewan

board and

senate, which govern both
Saskatchewan campuses, and
pointed out the predominance

of members residing in Saska-
toon or holding degrees from
the older campus. The implica-
tion was that the membership
of both bodies had a great deal
to do with the respective
allocations to each campus.
Nine members of the board
are in the pay of the provincial
government.

Riddell, meanwhile, launch-
ed an extensive campaign
against the poor showing of
faculty and students at Regina
in contributing to the “good
image” of the university in the
community. Community re-
action showed up, he said, in a
poor response to a university
capital fund drive.

The fund drive was neces-
sary because. the provincial
government refused to allocate

Christmas <o
‘reactionary

WATERLOO (CUP) — Results
of a Christmas conference of
some 60 students unhappy with
the present direction of the
Canadian Union of Students

indicate there will be a move to local student governments.

change the national union from
within at next
sS.

The delegates met at Water-
loo Lutheran University from
Dec. 28 to 30 to discuss nation-
al student unionism. They de-
cided a decentralized national
student union based on a re-
gional or provincial structure
would best accomodate all uni-
versities.

After concluding a decentral-

ized union would be best, the
meeting toyed with the idea of
establishing a second national
union. Although no official
stand was taken, a concensus
showed most delegates found
the idea of a new national
union impractical and would
prefer to' change the direction
of CUS.

Delegates came from 25 uni-
versities across Canada. Most
had student council backing or
were council members.

Reaction to the conference EF

was widely varied.

Fraser Hodge from the Uni-
versity of British Columbia said
he had hoped the conference
would come up with something
“to re-direct CUS into a more
responsible direction.”

“But it was really bad; just
reactionary, sandbox garbage,”
he said.

Bill Ballard, student presi-
dent at Waterloo Lutheran, was
pleased: “Emotionalism did
not reign at this conference;
logic did. We had constructive
views and not confusion like
CUS had at the Guelph confer-
ence.

CUS observer Jim Russell
commented: “The conference
hasn’t done anything different.
They haven't dealt with issues
such as organization and struc-
ture and they have no more
concern than any one else about
representivity.”

In a written critique of the
meeting, Russell rapped the
dele?tes for being “to sand-
box” in their outlook.

The 60 representatives dis-
cussed questions such as areas
of student interest, education,

fall's CUS con- were reached. Delegates accept-
ed reports recommending a de-
centralized

sufficient funds to the univer-
sity for capital expansion.

Riddell also accused faculty
of contributing to the poor
public image by not donating
enough money to the United
Fund.

On November 15, the next
week, Riddell escalated the
conflict by stating the Carillon
might ‘“‘adversely affect the
university budget if it wasn’t
cleaned up.” He referred to

the board’s threats against the

student council of the previous
year, and hinted darkly that
“the business office has to
have some direction” before
the second semester at Regina
would begin.

Sure enough, as the Carillon
revealed in a special issue with-
in the week, the budget was
adversely affected — to the
tune of $2 million. The paper
rather unnecessarily pointed
out that the provincial govern-

nference
garbage’

services a national union could
provide, how federal-provincial
government structures affect a

student union, and the role of

Few concrete conclusions

struéture to aid
dealing with French universities
and provincial governments.
They also accepted a report
which stated university affairs
was the initial priority of a
national union in order “to
bring about awareness on issues
in the larger community”.

Reports on services (such
as life insurance and travel)
and on education were discuss-
ed by the group but no con-
clusion was reached.

The students also grappled
with the question of whether
the national union should be
political or apolitical — bring-
ing charges from some that they
were politically naive “to think
a national union could be apol-
itical.” ‘

The delegates also decided
persons sent to the CUS con-
ess should be chosen in a
“representative election” but
did not outline a method of
election or selection to ensure
this. ‘

Delegates discussed plans for
another gathering in February
but were pessimistic about its
chances of accomplishing any-

g

Allan Dudeck of the Uni-
versity of Winnipeg summed it
up: “There are elections com-
ing up on many of the campus-
es. | would think a very dif-
ferent group will meet at the
next conference. They could
easily hash out the same things;
so it wouldn‘t necessarily be an
extension of this conference.”

two-year conflict with administration

‘xpent
figures.
18“lrn view of that fact, the
Carillon probably found it un-
necessary to point out that
the “community” Riddell men-
tioned must consist of the
small cluster of buildings form-
ing the Saskatchewan legisla-
tive assembly.

The real question at Regina
is a political one: the Carillon
has displayed an unhealthy and
positively unstudent-like inter-
est in exposing the provincial
government’s unfaimess to
faculty and students alike, and
the government will not allow
it to continue.

In retrospect, the Carillon’s
gravest “irresponsibility”’ proba-
bly lay in reprinting the election
platform of the Thatcher

set the final budget

government — a year after the
election.
They should have known

that wasn’t allowed.

Thodl’lmns :
nee ople
to desll:\ and
sell ads.
We'll pay

for it




