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During the famous pipeline debate in
1956, all the media helped publicize what
was essentially a highly complex and
technical issue and a Gallup Poll survey
taken at the time found that 73% of those
interviewed were aware of the debate.??
The unfavourable evaluation of the
Liberal Government’s handling of the
pipeline issue with respect to parliamen-
tary traditions, propogated in large
measure by the media, undoubtably
contributed to the defeat of the liberals in
1957.23

In all five areas of input, the influence
of the economic elite is strong. Through
media they can influence public opinion;
through interest groups they can
pressure the civil service and members of
the Cabinet to implement legislation;
through the weight of their financial
contributions, they can influence par-
ticular parties’ platforms; through role
exchange and the maintenance of social
affinity ties, they can insure access and
affinity to their own interests from the
upper ranks of the civil service and the
parliamentary elite. Yet we know that this
elite is dominated by American interest,
which means that the great amount of
influence is being exercised by an outside
authority. Should anything be done about

it?
! Solutions ...
Or is it a problem?

At the beginning of this essay two
surveys were quoted citing surveys
which reflected a public opinion of the
conclusions which were ust drawn
above. If these are the commonly held
attitudes and people accept them, then
there can be no real reason to change, if
we are to remain in keeping with the
democratic theory. It seems, however,
with the advent of such vocal groups such
as A Committee For An Independent
Canada, and Save Tomorroww, Oppose
Pollution (STOP) that at least some
portion of the people would like to see the
situation changed. If we wished to reduce
that influence there are really only two
plausible solutions: the first being to

it

STUDENTS
UNION

_this country.”

reduce the influence of the elite, and the
second to reduce the influence on the
elite.

The method of reducing the in-
fluence of the elite is probably just to
produce a public awareness of its extent,
and to allow the social ties in civil service
and government to be taken away by a
more proportional occupational parlia-
ment. However, then you might be faced
with replacing one elite with yet another.
If it is, as Schumpeter asserted, that
“Democracy means only that the people
have the opportunity of accepting or
refusing the men who are to rule them."'24
it would seem then, that we must choose
between the American-dominated elite
from the economic elite or from the
labour elite.

And if the people decide that neither
are reasonable, there is either the choice
of collectively buying ourselves back or
following Mexico’s example.
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Applications are now being accepted for the
position of STUDENTS’ COUNCIL SPEAKER, 1976-
77 term.

Forms are to be obtained from and returned to
Students’ Union Receptionist, 2nd Floor West,
SUB.

The Council Speaker is responsible for:

a) calling to order meetings of Students’
Council

b) chairing meetings of Students’ Council

c) preparing the agendas and publishing the
official minutes of Council Meetings.

The Speaker earns a fee of $25/meeting. For
more information contact Kevin Gillese, 75-76
Council Speaker, Office Rm. 259 SUB. Phone 432-
4236 office, 454-1847 Residence. Also:
Students’ Council Speaker By-law available from
Receptionist upon request.




