They gotta go

There comes a point when adhering to the technicalities of
legislation does greater damage than bending the rules.

For example, the Faculte St. Jean students’ union executive is
within their rights to cling to power after barely surviving an
impeachment bid, but how strong a mandate can they honestly
claim to have? .

Last Friday, 63 per cent of students at a FS) students’ union
general meeting voted to impeach the present student executive,
following on the heels of a petition with 198 signitures demand-
ing the same. There are 360 students currently enrolled at the
faculty. .

The only reason the current executive is hanging on to their
positions is that a motion to impeach the executive must, consti-
tutionally, be passed by 66 per cent of the students at a general
meeting. -

This stinks. ;

It is quite obvious what the students want. Taking into consid-
eration that the impeachment vote was made by a show of hands
with executive members glaring menacingly at the students
assembled, a 63 per cent vote coupled with the overwhelmingly
popular petition leaves no doubt that the students at Faculte St.
Jean want new leadership

The constitution of an organization should codify the rights
and proceedures of that organization. It should not be used to
frustrate the democratic process. i

SU President Mike Nickel must step in immediately to protect
the interests of Faculte St. Jean students, students who pay the
same SU fees ast those on the main campus.

An audit must be called immediately. It’s the students’ money
and rumors of financial mismanagement must be dispelled. If the
rumors are true, the individuals responsible must be held
accountable. ,

Thisis the perfectopp rtunity for the students’ union based on
main campus to represent the interests of its members of an
often-overlooked faculty. Students at Faculte St. Jean deserve an
accountable and fiscally responsible government of its own
choice.

Gilbert Bouchard and Suzette C. Chan

Correction

Rob Rakochey was incorrectly named as
Richard Rakochey in the January 30, 1986 story
Exec gets slap on the wrist. We apologize for any
inconvience caused by the error.

Famous last words by Filipchuk

HEY BERT , ARE You AWAKE ¢

ey BERT! ARE You Awakel!
Hee Hee Hee'Y
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Double standard

The exhibit of photographs and other materials by
Jennifer Dickson, currently at the Ring House Gallery
(and reviewed in Gateway by Greg McHarg, Jan. 21)
includes a series of photographs of a nude, hand-
cuffed, and elaborately bound male. Presumably, if
the model had been female, we would have heard a
great deal about this from the various anti-
pornographers who apply terms like “objectifica-
tion” and “degradation” — as well as “rape” and
“torture” — to presentations of such material even
when it exists only in their imaginations. Considering
that males are a minority in Canada, why have these
anti-pornographers not mounted the same attacks on
this exibit. Why hasn’t anybody?

Regrettably Anonymous

What, me worry?

Dear Editor

(This is in response to “Hardly Casanova”):

By chance | saw the newspaper, but I'm not sure
that | can hack it. Now everywhere | go they are
iooking at my jacket.

1 know all males aren’t perverts, but admit it, there
are a few, for all the females that think straight like I,
this apology is for you.

PS. Vampire Red NOT Burgundy.

Christina
Education |

Christian confusion

This is to thank the various Christian groups who
treated us to an exquisite (though: exasperating)
entertainment on Wed., 29th. | have always wished to
see how two people of two different languages argue,
Wednesday’s “Great Debate” came very close to
granting me my wish with Dr. Wes Cooper speaking
the language of philosophy and logic, and Dr. Craig
speaking a lingo | did not know.

Dr. Craig indeed is a good public speaker because

" he has what it takes: a highly audible voice, and

effective style, many arguments, and of course a red
sweater. | doubt however that his remarkable per-
formance convinced anybody but the already con-

verted. His arguments were question-begging to say
the least. His talk contained innumerable inconsis-
tencies, irrelevant arguments and rash assumptions;
furthermore, his conclusions were neither sufficient
nor necessary. He simply threw all logic to the four
winds. In addition to all of the above, there were
several factual errors that the celebrated Dr. Craig
made, errors | can hardly believe that a learned man
like Dr. Craig would honestly make. For example, he
said that mathematicians universally admit that infin-
ity is not real and causes several logic inconsistencies;
that the world as well as time began with the big
bang; and the outrageous claim that historians
“unanimously” agree on the subject of the
resurrection.

| must admit that Dr. Craig tried his very best to

convince his audience. Even when someone chal-

lenged his arguments as “won’t hold water” he
simply refused to see a problem in the argument, he
kept repeating “l don’t see a problem”. Indeed there
are none so blind as those who will not see.

Razan Kamae
Agll

Disservice

The editorial cartoon of Tuesday, January 28, that
depicted the tombstone of a recent murder victim
was in extremely poor taste. Apparently the cartoon
was attempting to point out that crime in Edmonton is
rising, but it doesn’t take a poorly-drawn piece of
garbage like that cartoon to make such a point. Surely
you could have found a more discreet way to do it.

Jeff McDonald
Arts |

Who'’s responsible?

RE: “Remember Brenda” :

We are offended after reading your editorial in the
Gateway (Remember Brenda, Tuesday, January 28).

You wrote that “some feminists would have us
believe that by taking precautions we are, in some
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