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Editorial

The student newspaper gets

it in the back — every time

While the squabble between the
Students’ Union and Board of Gov-
ernors at the University of Saskat-
chewan remains unsolved, it ap-
pears the student newspaper, The
Carillon, is being severely repri-
manded.

The Carillon’s attacks on the pro-
vincial government and the admini-
stration of the university were in-
strumental in the board’s recent de-
cision to dissociate itself from the
Students’ Union. The board rea-
soned that they wanted nothing to
do with The Carillon and hence
would not collect Student Union
fees, source of The Carillon’s fi-
nances.

In subsequent negotiations, a
number of student councillors in-
dicated displeasure with The Caril-
lon. So did a lorge number of
students. Charges were that The
Carillon presented a distorted, bi-
ased view of the campus and its
various levels of government,

Now, perhaps the most critical
attack of all has come from a con-
sulting firm.  After interviewing
more than 200 people who “influ-
ence the community”, the firm is-
sued a statement to the faculty
stating that “responsible-minded
students should clean up the stu-
dent newspapers, preferably by per-
suasion but failing that by discip-
linary action on the part of the
university administration”’. It also
suggested that student newspapers
have been widely condemned for ir-
responsible journalism and that the
administration has been too per-
missive towards student newspapers.

Universities have been in trouble
for a long time and they will be in
trouble as long as they exist. It
has to be that way in a system which
attempts to produce free-thinking
intellectuals. Freedom to think leads
to ideas and ideas lead to contro-
versy.

On one side there are the radical
thinkers who view the university as
something which big corporations
direct. The radicals generally want
a free university where there are
no classes, no grading system and
where everyone goes around think-
ing all the time. They want to do

away with just about everything they
don’t like.

On the other hand, there are the
conservatives who see the system
as basically good but they admit
changes could be made. That is, as
long as the changes are made
through the proper channels and
over an extended period of time.

The result of the clash of these
extremes is what is happening in
the worid. Discontent leads to fru-
stration and, unfortunately, to
marches and riots.

And the student newspaper re-
ports all of it. The good and the
bad, no matter who gets hurt. How-
ever, newspapers sometimes tend
to draw an invisible wall between
themselves and the administration.
The newspapers, and The Carillon is
a prime example, see the adminis-
tration as the ultimate in evil and
dishonesty. The Carillon hence
spends most of its time tearing away
at the structure and, at the same
time, expounding the philosophies
of some radical thinkers.

The public becomes upset when
the structures are attacked. Maybe
they are right—only time will tell.

The point is that in a system
which attempts to educate people,
why should a student newspaper be
attacked for being exactly what the
system prides itself accomplishing-—
free-thinking people?

Is there something inherently
wrong in attacking an administra-
tion? The federal government is at-
tacked daily by the opposition and
the press. Not too many people are
upset about it.

So why should a student news-
paper be any different? Why should
a paper not discuss changes needed
in the system? Why should the
newspaper not attack the forces it
considers to be preventing change?

It is a contradiction to say that
the system produces free thinkers
and then prevent these thinkers
trom publishing what they are think-
ing. If what the administration de-
sires is a persona! propaganda sheet
that extoles the virtues of what they
are doing, they should come right
out and say so.
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“Forgivc them for ﬂ\ey know nel what ‘H\cj do,

A revolutionary handbook
for the resident paranoids

By RICH VIVONE

You have to admit that The University
of Alberta is sometimes o pretty gooky
place. Sometimes it isn't even nice.
Take its alleged leaders, for instance.
They have strange ways of letting people
know things they think these people
ought to know. They never think of
telling them to their face.

A few weeks ago, one of the prominent
people on second floor SUB took me
aside and presented me with a piece of
paper that had typewriter marks all over
it,

“I'd like you to see this,’’ the person
said. “"But pleaose don't tell anyone
where you got it."”’

[ guess that means the document is
supposed to be secret.

The piece was entitled ““Revolution-
aries! These tactics are proven-use them.’’
| was told that it was an excerpt from
the handbook used by Students for a
Democratic Society (except that the book
seems fairly hard to get).

Anyway, the piece is in seven parts;
the two most important are {(a) get
control of the campus newspaper (now
why would anyone want me to read
something like that) and (b) get control
of student government or destroy it.

Under the first heading, i.e. compus
newspaper control, it states “infiltrate
ond take over the campus newspaper
(just like that; it's reaily easy—-rich).

The piece continues '‘where this is
not possible developed a communications
apparatus of your own. Recruit sym-
pathizers on school newspapers, the local
press, radio and television’’.

It's that easy. Come up to the of-
fice, convince us that if the world is
to continue the buildings must go first,
then the bad people and then there

"

will be just you and | and we can
start all over aggain. Great fun for
the paranoids.

The section on student government is
priceless. Just examine the unique tac-
tics. It is divided into three stages.

Stage One—use the student govern-
ment to obtain money for publications,
teach-ins and other opportunities to pro-
ject your platform. Use it to obtain
open meetings you can dominate.

Stage Two—infiltrate and take over
student government as a base for an
attack on the establishment.

Stage Three—if this is not possible,
discredit student government and its of-
ficers. Label them ‘‘fascists’’, ‘manipu-
lators’’, and “"tools of the capitalist esta-
blishment’’. This campaign must be re-
lentless.

A while back, a friend of mine named
Phil Ponting said he too had received a
copy of this highly confidential docu-
ment. And he too had been told not
to tell anybody where it had come from.
We agreed that we had received it from
the same person because the name he
and | knew were the same.

The last section—lucky seven—has
seven parts to it.

It says: organize in secret; strike at
the right time and the right place; dis-
rupt an essential university function; use
your influence over or control of the
media of communication to distort the
news reaching the public; get student
and public attention; grind the univer-
sity to a hait; TAKE OVER.

Hurray!

Now | know who Middle Ground Nos.
1, 2, 3 and 4 are.

Paranoids of the world—UNITE!




