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The Editor,

We wish to point out several factors
which we think would be of interest to
the student body concerning the recent
resignation of Greg Berry and the accusa-
tions he has made against students’ coun-
cil.

it would appear that Mr. Berry’'s re-
signation is being built up to make him
look like a hero, and since only one side
of the story has thus tar been presented
in The Gateway, we feel it is necessary
for us to comment on the credibility of
Mr. Berry's allegations against the coun-
cil.

Mr. Berry has charged that students’
council is irrelevant. Well, let's take a
look at what he considers to be relevant
to students. We have found in a review
of students’ council minutes that in the
course of 22 students’ council meetings,
Mr. Berry has presented only seven sub-
stantive motions out of over 300 items
of business the council has considered.

Let's look at the "relevance’’ of his mo-
tions, just in case he makes up in qua-
lity what he lacks in quantity. His first
motion, raised at the May 14 meeting,
was that council members should vote
themselves blazers and crests—to be paid
for by the students’ union-—in order that
councillors would be recognized on cam-
pus. The other "irrelevant’’ councillors
did not feel that this was an appropriate
use of student funds.

His next two mations consisted of a
proposed revision of the honoraria and
allowances by-law and a routine salary
decision.

The next motion was one regarding
student conduct which incorporated the
intent and wording of suggestions Marilyn
Pilkington placed before the council,

The above motions were all proposed
during the summer period when Mr.
Berry had a perfect attendonce record
ot meetings.

Since September, however, he has mis-
sed four cof 12 council meetings, in-
ciuding the important budget meeting
and the weekend seminar held by the
council.

In the fall Mr. Berry became involved
with another campus organization and
it was useful to have their viewpoint
expressed on  council.  However, Mr.
Berry lost sight of the fact that he
was supposed to be representing Educa-
tion students, and instead he took direc-
tion from other persons in the gallery
with whom he consulted constantly dur-
ing council meetings. It is amusing to
read Mr. Berry's comments that he thinks
cther councillors have been “manipulat-
ed” by Marilyn Pilkington when he was
50 obviously a puppet himself.

At the Sept. 23 meeting, Mr. Berry
proposed a motion about student disci-
pline that failed for lack of a seconder.

At the Nov. 4 meeting, Mr. Berry
presented his sixth motion "‘that the
meeting be completely open with all
people having an equal vote’’. This
would have had the effect of giving all
members of the gallery equal speaking
and voting rights with the elected mem-
bers of students’ council. The motion
was out of order according to the con-
stitution and by-laws.

Three councillors respond
to Greg Berry’s resignation

The last motion Mr. Berry presented
to council was that the candidates being
considered to replace Dr. Johns as presi-
dent of the university be required to
conduct a campaign on the campus and
be elected by a popular vote of stu-
dents and faculty, as well as be subject
to votes of confidence after the election.

For many good reasons—which will
be put forward in another article the
vast majority of the council members
voted against “'Mr. Berry’s’”’ motion after
discussing it thoroughly from midnight
to 1:30 am.

Contrary to Mr. Berry’s allegation that
council “‘even refuses to consider such
work’’, all sides of the question were
examined and several persons in the
gallery were invited to express their
views at some length, as Peter Booth-
royd has already acknowledged in one
of his columns. The motion was demo-
cratically discussed and democratically
defeated because it was felt that it was
neither in the interests ot the student
body nor of the university as a whole.

Since Mr. Berry did not agree with
the decision, he called it irrelevant, etc,,
and left the council chambers, followed
by the entire SDU delegation.

This is not the first time Mr. Berry
has walked out of council when he dis-
agreed with a decision, and rather than
being ‘‘shaken’” as The Gateway stated,
most councitlors were somewhat amused
and a little disappointed by his behavior.

You may remember that this is not
the first time Mr. Berry has made the
front page of The Gateway. The other
time was when he accused the council
of "manipulation’’. It should be noted
that he never made these charges in
council—he brought them up only at an
SDU rally. At that time his accusation
was the headline story—as was his re-
signation.

It is possible that Mr. Berry’s publi-
city-seeking is connected with the fact
that he has let it be known to many
people that bhe intends to run for an
Executive position in the approaching
Students’ Union elections.

To Mr. Berry's credit it should be
pointed out that he has contributed to
the work of the Library Licison Commit-
tee and has performed well as advertising
manager ofThe Gateway. However, we
submit that Mr. Berry’s accusations
against council are without foundation,
and he is not, and was not, during his
term on students’ council, representative
of Education students.

The front-page build-up Mr. Berry
is getting from The Gateway is in no
way indicative of a constructive contri-
bution to the university. |t is unfortu-
nate that the people who work hard and
get things done get little publicity. It
is unfortunate that Mr. Berry thinks he
can build himself up by attempting to
tear other people down.

We regret that it was necessary to
state the cbove facts about Mr. Berry's
performance in and attitude towards
students’ council, but we felt its neces-
sary to place his allegations within a
maore realistic perspective,

Mike Edwards, treasurer
Paul Tremlett, commerce rep
Dennis Fitzgerald, sci rep

-
GCATEWRY :{‘4 .

B ii5e)

CARTO opv s T
L LAY T
Viept " nopstuban
u’;gz‘,‘:‘ Fonm i:ean
- AT ey e D:'n
€N 3 Teg 7 3

GONE VOTING

on THE Cud RYFEREN PUM, srusio!

o)
<
2 :
2 :
z 3
. 9 9
: -
: 2
foe 'S
¢ 2
S
v
— o~
\:. -~ :‘\. -
E o s = —~ -~
o - — ~
sz_ul . - — —_
: s T - sguer

Editorial

We don't even know
if marijuana is truly harmful

Kids can buy it in schoolyards, in
restaurants, on the streets. They
smoke it openly as if to defy ob-
jectors. They say it gives them a
big kick—puts them where the rea-
lity of it all really is.

Call it what you will—Mary Jane,
pot, grass, marijuana or marihuana.
it's all the same. It has been de-
scribed as a threat to society; to
the very existence of a society; and,
abundant users sometimes say, is
¢ sure antidote to today’s stressful
living.

With the possible exception of
sex, it has raised more prejudices,
objections and eyebrows than any
other word in the perpetual con-
flict between the young and old,
conservative and liberal, adjusted
and alienated.

Its defenders argue that it is not
as dangerous as either alcohol or
tobacco. lts opponents say it can
lead to more addictive drugs, is a
potent additive to crime and vio-
lence and may cause either perma-
nent or long-range personality
changes.

The layman should not be asham-
ed that his knowledge of that which
he may be partaking is limited. Be-
cause even the experts, professors,
and researchers, are stumped. It has
even been suggested that what we
may not know about marijuana may
be far more important than what
we do know,

A recent statement (scientific, we
may add) on the uses and abuses
of marijuana released by the Ad-
diction Research Foundation says dence (which should be increasing
there "‘is no comparative valid in- each day) before taking to mariju-
formation’’ on the relationship be- ana,
tween dependence and chronic use Marijuana should be put to the
of marijuana, or ‘‘not sufficient testing table, under the microscope,
well-documented evidence” on the not to justify its legality, but to get
relation between marijuana use and the facts.

use of other drugs.

Several replies to a Gateway ar-
ticle authored by the American Me-
dical Association have borne out the
inaccuracies and ill-research of ma-
rijuana documents released by a
committee of that body.

There are laws against its use
but people with a habit rarely rely
on the law for advice. Laws against
its use, possession, trafficking and
importation are regularly flaunted.
Sometimes police fail to detect a
person smoking pot even if con-
fronted.

Lawmakers, on the provincial and
federal level are not quite sure what
to make of the situation. There
are too many glib answers, too many
contradictions, too many questions.
If there is serious doubt whether
marijuana is dangerous, why are
severe laws (life for trafficking, 15
years for second offenders) in
vogue?

Why should penalties to first,
second and third time offenders be
stiffened if no one is quite sure
whether or not the drug is danger-
ous and harmful to the individual
and society?

The sensible course to follow is
honest, relevant information from
all walks of research.

search, there is relevancy to the
claim that alcoho! has tremendous
effects on people. Not so for mari-
juana. What we should be doing is
encouraging young people to exa-
mine every scrap of available evi-

We know now, because of re-



