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EDITORIAL

One student's opinion

by James Rowan

nce more unto the breach,
dear friends. Last week the
SU Council heard a motion
to rescind their policy on political
parties. The motion, though having
the support of a majority of Council,
did not obtain the 2/3 majority neces-
sary for success. Guess what? The
motion arising from the failure of the
motion to revoke was therefore made
this week (if I lost you there, don’t
worry—you’re doing no worse than
most of the Councillors). The result-
antmotion to amend the By-laws was
made at this Wednesday’s meeting,
and was passed by a 2/3 majority,
thus enshrining the policy of recog-
nizingpolitical parties in the By-Laws
of the Union.

My reaction to this was one that I
think a lot of people shared: absolute
shock. I thought the motion would be
a mere technicality, shot down by
Previous Question just moments af-
ter its introduction. It passed. What
now? Good question. The matter is
by no means over, it has only become
more complicated.

The basic question of whether or not
the Student Union should be recog-
nizing political groups is a very, very
touchy subject at Council—as much
for reasons of power politics and per-
sonal conflicts as for any deeply held
principles. What began as a policy
matter has become deeply personal—
no one listening to the “debate” last
week could deny that. I won’tgetinto
who is disagreeing with who, for I
find their arguments to be much more
interesting than their arguing.

The practical argument is that the
Executive, who have to deal with the
government and external bodies, are
uncomfortable. They reason that l1ob-
bying the government reeks of hy-
pocrisy when yourecognize a student
group whoseexpress goal is todefend
the same policies that you are attack-
ing.

This is a valid point. However, there
is a practical counter-point to con-
sider. The Union is constantly run-
ning into the problem of st:: ent apa-
thy. Now what they are in effect say-
ing is that yes, it is good to be in-
volved, but no, the Union does not
want you to get involved in party
politics. While I cannot question that
it is wrong for the Union as a whole
to become involved in partisan party
politics, it should allow its members
(all 6700+ of them) to do so. Strictly
speaking, the Council’s attempts to
revoke recognition of the groups is
not an attempt to drive them from
campus; it is merely an attempt (o
distance the Union from their activi-
ties, and to avoid any conflicts or
appearances of hypocrisy. Yet refus-
ing to recognize political groups is
sending a message, and it is contrary
to the larger aims of the Union—one
of which is to foster responsibility in
the students of the Union. Here are
students atternplting o take responsi-
bility for the entire democratic sys-
tem. What more could one ask for?

But why recognize political groups”
In concrete terms, what reason is
there? This is what Allan asked me. It
stopped me dead in my tracks. What

positivereason can be offered? Well,
by way of response, why recognize
anyone? Recognizing any group is,
at its most basic, merely acknowl-
edgement—acknowledgement that
the student group inquestionis a part
of the Union, the Union in the sense
of all 7000 student members, regard-
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Basically, they want plausi-
ble deniability if something
goes wrong—>but expedi-
ency and convenience
should never be privileged
over basic principles of de-
mocracy.

less of what a few Councillors may
think. Itis recognition that what they
are doing has value; that they are
doing something for students. Not to
recognize a student group is to say
that they are not set up in the best
interests of the students. The services
and advantages thatrecognized clubs
get should be secondary. Revoking a
group’s recognition should be the
last straw, for the most serious of
offenses; it is also an insult. The PC
Youth (my example only because
they are the ones who immediately
spring to mind, having been the first
to get recognition) is very active on
this campus. They are educating stu-
dents—as much by what they aren’t
saying asby whatthey are, butat least
they try. The Referendum campaign
run by the Liberals and the PCs on
campus was a demonstration of what
some dedicated active students can
do. Yes, they had a political agenda,
but they put something out there,
acted as a focus for involvement and
activismin the student body and they
served as a forum. The bottom line is
that these groups get students in-
volved—if they didn’t, this entire
debate becomes moot. On a campus
asapathetic as this one, getting some-
_one involved is the nicest thing that
anyone can do for Council. The VP-
External may be uncomfortable ar-
guing a point with the government
when a political party at home, rec-
ognized by the very Council that sent
her, is criticizing her position. That is
aproblem, Iagree. However, I would
be no less uncomfortable arguing a
point with the government knowing
that no one that I represent seems to
know or care what Government is
doing. The key is to get students
involved—the Council should not
take it upon themselves to direct the
activities of theirmembers away from
certain avenues of interest. If we at-
tempt to marginalize student politi-
cal activites, we marginalize all po-
litical activites. Government will be-
come a little more separate from the
people, until inevitably, it becomes
something that other people do. Nei-
ther the Student Union nor our soci-
ety can survive that.
I do notdispute that student political

parties are biased in favor of the
parties that they represent, but what
the Council frequently forgets is that
itis anextremely biased organization
in its own right. The job of every
councillor is (o represent the people
whoelected hinvher. Everything they

do and/or say must be considered in

light of this. The squabbles between
artsand engineering are just asbad as
any debate that the PCs and Liberals
might get into, and are more damag-
ing to the good of the Union. No one
is suggesting that we refuse to recog-
nize the EUS and AUS because they
might disagree.

The ironic thing is that a deal was
worked out with the political groups
last week whereby they would have
access to all the services that recog-
nized clubs have, without actually
having recognition. They seemed
happy with this, and were prepared
toleaveitatthat. Then Council didn’t
revoke their recognition, and they
actually kept their recognition. Now
this is where things get truly ironic:
the By-Law accepted by Council
actually sets more limits on them by
recognizing tirem than would have
existed if they had had their recogni-
tion revoked, but continued to oper-
ate under the special agreement. Be-
fore the original Jan. 20th vote to
revoke recognition, Councillor
McConnaghy asked the question of
how the SU was going to guarantee
that this agreement would continue
in the future. My question ishow can
anyone expect any guarantee from a
deliberative body that has already
reconsidered the same subject twice,
and is now well into its third and
fourth reconsideration?

The thought that the NDP and PC
Youth will magically disappear by
revoking their recognition is naive; I
don’t honestly believe that anyone
wants orexpects this tohappen. What
those opposing recognition want is
for them to continue their activities,
but to not be associated with the
Union in any way. Basically, they
want plausible deniability if some-
thing goes wrong—but expediency
and convenience should never be
privileged over basic principles of
democracy. It is high time that this
debate is put aside so that both the
student groups and the Council can
move on to other things. The energy
that is being wasted every week on
this subject would be sufficient to
accomplish a great many things. I
would suggest that a referendum be
held on this matter: since Council has

A Liberal at a PC Youth
meeting would be as out of
place as Andrew Dice Clay
at a GALA meeting.

proven that it is both deeply divided
and unable to make up its mind, it
might be best if the students them-
selves settled the matter. This way no
friendships are ended, no bad blood
is generated and the thing is settled. If
this continues, the only winners will
be the student press—this stuff makes
great copy.
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Immediately before the “last word”

on the subject of political parties was
spoken, the UNB Student Union gave
notice of an upcoming motion that
would ban the recognition of groups
that would discriminate or restrict
membership based on “gender, race,
religion, national or ethnic origin,
sexual orientation, age, family status,

mental or physical disability or po-
litical belief”. These are certainly
laudable aims, but I must question
the goal and the method. This current
situation has arisen out of a letter
from the Student Union’s lawyer, in
response to a question from the
Constution Committee of the Union.
In his response to the question of the
propriety of refusing funding or rec-
ognition to political groups or those
based onsexual orientation, hedeter-
mined that it was not only proper, but
perhaps is required to not recognize
or fund them. Due to their very na-
ture, they will make some students
uncomfortable, and thus discrimi-
nate against those of other political
views or sexual orientations, and are
thus in contravention of existing By-
laws. Paradoxically, he then went on
to assert that the Carribean Circle is
notcontraveningthe By-law, because
they could easily accept members of
other nationalities, but a Liberal at a
PC Youth meeting would be about as
out of place as Andrew Dice Clay at
a GALA meeting.

Yes, they would be out of place.
However, is that any reason to re-
voketheconstitutions of these clubs?
As an Arts student, I can’t see the
EUS welcoming me with open arms
and electing me as their president.
Nor can Isee how I would fitinto the
African Student’s Union being nei-
ther African nor astudent of African
culture, politics or history. Is the fact
that I won’t fit in reason to bar me
from the club? More importantly, is
itreason torevoke the recognition of
the EUS or the African Students
Union? The rationale that the Stu-
dent Union appears to be operating
under in their notice of motion is that
yes, all these clubs should be shut
down.

Tellingly, instead of introducing
motions 6.2 through 6.6 on the origi-
nal hand out to Councillors, which
would revokerecognition of GALA,
the PC Youth, the Muslim Student’s
Association, the NDP Youth and the
UNB Navigators, two new motions
wereintroducedinstead. Unlike what
was said in Council and outside to
some of the groups concerned, I am
not convinced that the new motions
aren’t designed to serve the same
purpose as the motions torevoke that
weren’t made. Based on the opinion
of their lawyer, the Student Union is
preparing to vote on a motion that
would eliminate some unique groups
that serve members of the university
community, who are unlikely to eas-
ilyfindaplace in other groups. Coun-
cil's actions are confusing at best;
adopting the new By-laws would
only serve to muddy the waters fur-
ther and to make the By-Laws self-
contradictory.

All that the Student Union was act-
ing upon in making notice of their
motion Wednesday was one law-
yer’s opinion. All I present here is
one student’s opinion. If you are go-

ing tobase your policy on anopinion,
please consider mine. Perhaps I
haven't the legal background of your
lawyer, but to me the amendments
proposed to the By-Laws are wrong
and should not be passed. Do the
right thing Councillors—vote no
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