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An open letter to Student Union President Jane Amold
Dear Jane,

We saw you asking questions in righteous indignation at the
recent candidates forums in the SUB cafeteria. These questions, while interesting, seemed inappro-
priate coming from you. Doesn’t it seem unethical for our Student Union President to ask stilted
questions that indicate quite obviously who you’re not going to vote for and possibly bias the elector-
ate against those certain candidates?

Especially. considering your own track record as President.

Speaking of your track record, let us try and remember exactly what you’ve accomplished.

You’ve sold three photocopiers after promising to expand photocopying service. You've contin-
ued the practice of using a student information page in the Brunswickan as a student advertising
page. You’ve seen a Student Union “investigating” comittee judge a person guilty of sexual harass-
ment without giving due process. You didn’t even consider what the issue was between the Board of

Govemors and Susan Forestell and yet you posthumously pronounce judgement on this issue.

Are you proud of this impressive record?

Certainly you’ve done some good things-but it is darn hard to find out what they are.

Campus Entertainment is always a visible plus, but the exact reason for its’ success is probably
not the Student Union, but the hard work and dedication of Tim and Marc, so it would seem difficult
for you to take credit for this in any way.

As an example of this dedication, we were witness to Tim Judah and Marc Braithwaite spending
long hours in the Bruns offices putting together an exceptional ad campaign for their events. The
amount of work by Tim and Marc is what made Campus Entertainment what it was this year-not any
supposed changes made by the S.U.-such as a change in name.

We noticed in last weeks that your “biggest beef” as Student Union President has been the
Brunswickans’ lack of responsibility. Just what does this lack of responsibility entail, Jane? Were
we sued? Do we have impending civil charges? Did we not print enough propoganda? Were we 100
negative? Are we not an effective student voice? How did we promote apathy?

Maybe it’s just that we don’t subscribe to your point of view. Maybe it’s because we question
your plans and motives? Maybe it’s just because you don’t like what we print. '

Maybe that is our purpose: to be the watchdog of the Student Union; to investigate and report the
facts, and to print a variety of opinions, be they ours or others.

And in case you haven’t noticed, much of the bitching has been about the Bruns itself, the best
example of which is the “Bruns investigation”. This “investigation” was covered both as news and
through the letters to the editors sections, and we could just as easily have covered itup. We have
had a policy of printing any viewpoint be it positive or negative, pro-Bruns or anti-Bruns, pro-
Student Union or anti-Student Union, or even pro-Red Devils or anti-Red Devils.The issues exist and
we are simply a forum for students and others to discuss these issues. It’s not our responsibility to
pre-judge these issues; it’s our responsibility to print them, and we do!!, whether you or anybody else
likes it or not.

-And yet we can only print issues when we know about them. When we get information about
them. But, Jane, you’ve been of minimal help at best. Which is surprising from a person in your
position. Isn’tit your responsibility to inform the students of council’s activities. Aren’t you our
president, our voice? You had a whole page to present the issues before council. Youdidn’t. Why
not? Was it because there really was nothing going on? Isn’t that irresponsible? “Those without sin
should cast the first stone.”

Perhaps the negative feedback was

We think not.

This year, we’ve been accused of promoting apathy, and yet we’ve probably been one of the
biggest victims of it. Our only major problem has been a lack of staff, and with a bigger staff, we
would have watched you much more closely. What a bonus!

Seriously, Jane, if you read the paper over the past few years, you’ll see that this year has seen
improvement over some of the slanted editorial positions taken previously, to-wit, the John Bosnitch
dynasty. To quote one of our former editors, (no longer in the city), immediately after John Bosnitch
had won his last election: “Damn, if I had one more issue, I could destroy John Bosnitch™

So, Jane, are we really that awful? Have we really been that irresponsible?

It’s easy to criticize, but it’s not so easy to consistently produce a 28 page paper that you are
hoping will address the issues before the students, and provide-entertainment as well.

It’s obvious we’ll accept criticism; we even use our own paper to present criticism of ourselves.

Is this irresponsibility? _

Why does the Bruns need a watchdog? Why does the Bruns need a board of directors to “guard

| against editorial and advertising copy that is unacceptable to the university community”? We're sure
that people like Stalin, Hitler, Mussolini, Idi Amin, and others of similar expertise would (and did!)
say the same thing about their own newspapers.

" In short, Jane, What is your purpose?

due to your inaction. Is that our fault?

Signed, your friends,

Alan Robichaud, co-sports editor
Jeremy Earl, co-offset editor
Peter Thompson, CO-NEWS editor

Blood and Thunder is open to anyone whether we agree with them or

P.S. feel free to respond,Jane.
1) the President of the Student Union.

not. Including (Shock Horror!




