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'the volume of mail that cornes into a magazine or

newspoper is no idex of anything except that you

happen to attroct a lot of idiots, because most people

that write letters ta newspapers are fools'-h. 1.

mencken. today, letter writers write about policy

statments, noisy student, the ndp, and the seminar on

the university.

letters
a Clear-Cmt policy

Becouse o number of individuals
hove equested a clear-cut policy
sttement f rom my office, i have
consented ta issue such a statement,
whîch follows:

Eric Haffer tells us that "a nation
drclines when its people become too
scrious and reasonable, and refuse
to) set their heorts on toys.-

And Norman Brown scys that
"wîsdom is wit; in play, nat in work;
n freedom, flot is necessity. A vost

pun, as in dreoms, in the neologisms
of schizophrenia, in innegan's
Woke,' in the Old Testament pro-
phets . .. the God cf Delphi, who
always spoke the truth, neyer gave a
sroîght answer, in the upright Pro-
testant woy; he alwoys spoke in
riddles, in porables; ambiguities,
temptations; that hearing they might
hear and not understond. The real
deccîvers are the literalists, who say,
1 connot tell a lie."

Or, as in Barfield, "the newness
s the metaphor, or nonsense-soy-
ng anc thing ond meaning another."

The original sense is nonsense;
ond cammon sense a caver-up job.
Nothing wrong, except the refusai
to play. "Sicepers owc

The rest is silence.

quiet, pleas
t s apparent that

number of "students"
versity have not yet le
ibrary is not a frat hoL

Althaugh it wouldi
able for a student ta exp
qujiet while studying
Library, a certain amai
resonoble.

Hawever, this is r(
Even though therec
rooms, lunchraoms, r<
otier orecs provided av
reading and study arecý
dents" cannot contair
noises, cantinuaus, lerc
loud laughter and
noises. Asking them
please, resuits in louder

As a resuit i cm(
these "students." Woul
show somne considerot
other students and if
loud would you pleas
study orea? And if
rocrn in the areas pro
quite sure there is ani
the city zoo, in cageý
be long.

don't boreu
Raiph Melnychuk suý

Surely Mr. Melnychuk shauld re-
cognize this as the action of o
seriaus apposition, concerned with
the problems of the people of Ai-
berta, and willing ta respond ta
camplaints f rom young people.

At a recent past-morten of Mr.
Turcott, the sacialist Eric Neilsan, it
wos suggested that even Gerda
Munsinger could nat embarass Mr.
Monning-she, nat the premier,
would be blamed for any hanky-
panky the NDP might discover.

If the NDP are honestly cancern-
ed wîth the problems of Aibertans,
et them raise these questions in the
house and ceose ta bore us with
four-year-old, unpraven gossip.

Mr. Manning's gavernment must
be defeated. It con only be defeat-
cd on its palicy. When it s defeat-

ed, the party ta do se will be the
pcrty that has povided responsible
and effective apposition, the Liberol
pcrty cf Aberta.

gerald 1. ohisen
arts 4

more responsibility
vaoke." '1 am sorry ta sec your alrecdy

not-too-distinguishcd columns have
>wen anderson descended to echoing the Edmonton
:us choirman Journal. 1 refer porticularly ta "A

Choice fer Albert," Nov. 23.
Please ollow me ta correct the

Ise emphasis in this article by quoting
on irritating fmam Gath Turcott's speech to the
at this uni- legîsiatume Nov. 18:

.arned that a "Mr. Speaker, if these charges are
)se, etc. substantiated, then the minister
be unreason- mlust indeed rcsign, and if they are
.pect complete not substontioted then proper action
in Cameran should be token against the author

.jnt of quiet is of these charges-but in either case,
Mr. Speaker, 1 submit thot at present

at the case. the minister tokes his seat in this
are smoking hause under a cloud, and the motter
otundos and must be resolved in this house with-
iway f rom the out further dclay."
s, these "stu- Note that he did not accuse Mr.
in their loud Hooke cf onything. He simply
îgthy tolking, pointed aut that the charges, which

other loud hod been mode current by, among
ta be quiet, others, Senatar Harper Prowsc ond

.r loughter. alderman Ed Leger, wcre serious and
appeoling ta shauld be denied er confirmed.
uld you pleose In sa soying, Mr. Turcott was in

tien far the gaad campany; the Dorion report
you must be staied the general principle that
se leave the when o minister of the crown has
there isflot impmapriety imputed ta him, it is up

-ovided, 1 am ta the minister himself ta clear his
npie space ot nome.
s wheme you Mm. Turcatt asks no more thon

this: that Mr. Hooke display suf-
dole stringer f icient sense of respensibility tawards
arts 2 the people of Alberta that he clear

hîmself of any suggestion cf con-
flict of interest. The NDP member

us was flot conducting a smear camn-

ggested in a poign; rather, he was revicwing the
mov th onlv Position of minister of the crown as

mnnin he uIC ew'J' me J
7 
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alterntive ta the present Social
Credit gaverniment is the NDP. As
0 Lberal, 1 must strongly disagree.

The NDP has failed to win votes
in ony ogriculturci oreacof Canada.

They have lest the agrarion base
of the CCF, but have not gained
th e ; expected laor vote. In anc
alf Albrta's mast Icbor-domincted
Conisttuencies, Edson, their leader
Nns defeated by a Liberal candidate.

t was o Liberol member, Bill
Dcke, who bought to the floor cf
thse legisiature the question cf the
recent Lethbridge university appoint-
mentsý This wos a direct resuit of
Oction cf the Campus Libemals, fol-
Swing up The Gateway's stary o
hre issue.

5I~
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entailing more responsibility thon
Mr. Hooke seems inclined ta associ-
e with it.

razanne thomson
arts 1

It's not the left
Ever truc ta the traditions and

principles of that most respected of
ail media, The Gateway Friday rock-
cd the academic cammunity with on
expose of campus octivism. Thanks
ta on ocutely sensitive hearing
aporatus, the "slow, gatirig noise
of revlution" and the truc extent
of the activist canspiracy have been
r3veoled ta the campus at large cnd
the impending catastrophe ither
averted or acceleroted.

While 1 om pleosed The Gateway
considers the Seminar on the Uni-
versity such a newsworthy itemn as ta
rate f ront page coverage i would
like ta clear up a fcw cf the mis-
leading impressions created as a re-
suit cf sanie rather obviaus cdi-
torializing in what is presented as a
news feature.

Firstly, the Seminar is not the arm
of any "cmarphous group" nor is it
a part cf any other canspiracy of
"new left activism." The Seminar
was canceived and organizcd long
before the evolution cf cither the
Pro-CUS committee cf the Campus
Involvement Association.

As was explicitly pointed out ta
your reporter the Seminar develop-
cd as a resuit cf discussions towards
the end of the last ocadcmic year
and there is no connection, cither
formally or informally, between the
Seminor and the two conspiracies ta
ovcrthrow our de jure student union
gavernment, namely the CIA and
the Pro-CUS grcup.

Secondly, i abject ta being label-
led, categcrized or otherwise pigeon-
holed for the canvenience of The
Goteway ond athers who dclight ta
indulge in such a meaningless
hobby) as "part cf c new left activ-
ism". Truc, this group is dedicated
by its very nature te activism, that
s ta causing samething ta be dene

as oposed ta passiveness, a state or
quality of inaction, non-action, not
actinig but acted upon.

However, neither is the group
oppased to "pacifism" (peoce) and
tior does it necessarily subscribe ta
it. On the cther hand we would
like very much ta be allowed ta
conduct aur discussions in a
"pacific" atmosphere as it would
sp>em te be mare conducive ta aur
examinatian and evaluations. cf the
academnic community. Therefare, 1
would plcod with yau not ta declare
war upon us and thus thwart aur
legitimate aspirations.

Thirdly, I abject ta the insinuation
cf an impending confrontation be-

tween Provost Ryon and the "new
lefters" at the next session of the
Semninar. Surely, it must be ad-
mnitted that bath a liberaI and o
conservative, in the political as well
as the philosophical senses of the
words, may well find that they have
a common denominator in recogniz-
ing that there is "somnethong wrong
with the systemn". It may fmot even
be ta improbable that they should
decide that a mutual examination of
the systemn would be a valuable
beginning.

That 15 flot ta imply that they
wauld necessarily agree an ap-
proaches or solutions for even that
they would ogree on the extent,
scope, or ombit of the problemns.
However, thos is an approoch that
we have been using in the Semninar
and 1 believe that it has the
potential of yielding valuable results.

barrie chivers
law 2

semincrion Spaak£
The Semninar on the University,

as reported in The Gateway Friday,
is one of a number of semninars
initiated, but not strictly cantralled,
by the Student Christian Movemnent
fer the study of topics important ta
tlc university camrnunity.

This Seminar is cancerned with
'the universty'. It was intended
ta pravide the occasion for an
examninatian of the problems of
modemn universities, and of this uni-
versity in particular, by students,
teochers, and administrators, talk-
in.g and working together. It was
ta be open ta ail shades of opinion,
ta encourage honest questianing, ta
get at relevant facts, and ta foster
understanding of differing positions
and attitudes.

It is known that universities today
fcce great problems and thot many
of their mnembers are dissatisfied
and disturbed. It was hoped these
discontents, their causes and their
possible remedies, might be mnore
clecrly identified than they had
been, and that representatives of the
vc.rious constituencies of the uni-
vcrsity might camne ta know each
other's problemns and views and even
ta reach agreement on mony matters
which might seemn ta be in issue.

We believe that in the mneetings
held sa far, somne progrcss has been
made towards these ends. On the
uniderstanding that in their discus-
sions responsible people would work
sincerely ta learn and ta understand,
teachers, odministrators and stu-
dents have met together, in good
faith and in good temper. We be-
lieve they have found in their mneet-
ings an atmosphere conducive ta
frcnk and mature discussion. They
have spoken ta each other; what is
better, they have listened ta each
other.

We must mot daoim taco much for
the program, which is really only
begun. However, we con say that
many of thase taking part in the
Semninar have disployed the attitudes
or qualities just mentioned, and
learned their value. Surely it would
rat be prejudging the nature of a
university ta suggest that a semninar
whîch does not itself show that it
oppreciates these qualities is ilI-
f itted ta consider the topic it has
undertaken ta study.

Thot is why we are sa disturbed
by the suggestion in your article thot
the serminor is the tool of a faction,
impressed only by ane set of
opinions, hostile ta ather views, and
anxiaus anly ta promaote contention.
Such assertions are false. We hope
they neyer becamne true. If they
should, the Seminar, as f irst con-

ceived and as sa for conducted, will
have foiled and determined. Cer-
tainly it could flot then continue
under the sanction of its original
sponsors.

It is true thot some of those tak-
ing part in the Seminar are aise
active in the new CIA and the other
arganizotions yaur article mentioned.
Thot is unavoidable given the open
character of the seminar, natural,
considering the interest of these per-
sons in their community, and cer-
toinly nat undesirable, in view of aur
wish ta have o broad range of views
represented. It would be wrong only
if the Seminar were ta be subverted
by anyane graup, and twisted into
the service of norrow and factional
interests. This has flot hoppened,
and we hope and have reason ta be-
lieve thot the integrity of the
Seminar will continued ta be re-
spected.

It is olso true that sonne persans
now ottending the Seminar <provak-
ed, perhaps, by the questions and
proposals roised in it> might carry
on, indivîdually or in groups, ta take
what they regard as appropriate
action ta deal with problems as they
see them. After ail, ideas do have
cansequences; otherwise, why are we
here? Hawever, in sa acting, such
persans wili represent only them-
selves or the nominote groups for
which they moy speak. They will
nat be agents of the 5CM or the
Seminar an the University.

We hope thot the confusion en-
gendered by yaur article will flot
ieopordîze the future af on under-
taking which promises ta be of value
tD this university, nar discourage the
participation in the Seminor of those
from ail elements of the University
whose co-aperation is needed ta
assure its success.

donna petrosky
scm co-ordinotor

COMPUlSOry Membershlp
We have learned that the stu-

dents' union membership investiga-
tion cornmittee is attempting ta justi-
fy a system of compulsory mem-
bcrship fees for ail students. At
present ail undergraduates are com-
pelled ta pay fees levied by the stu-
dents' union and the university ath-
letic board.

We wish ta register aur strong dis-
agreement with this move. On the
basis of aur Christian convictions we
are opposed ta rabbing anyone of his
constitutional right ta freedorn af as-
sociation.

We do net foyer any form of
compulsory membership.

Compulsion cf this kind violates
one of the basic rights and f reedoms
laid dawn in the Canadien Bill af
Rights. We are in wholehearted
agreement with this document when
t asserts that "... the Canadien
nation is founded upon principles
that acknowledge the supremocy of
Gad, the dignity and worth of the
human persan and the position cf
the family in a society of free men
and free institutions."

We urge ail whe are members of
this committee ta consider thec con-
tents of this letter and ta sec ta it
that the method of collecting fees is
a motter of choice. The least thot
should be donc is ta pravide a clause
granting f reedom f rom membership
for the conscientious objecter. As a
token of aur gaod faith in this mot-
ter we would contribute each year
the equivalent cf aur membership
fees taoan organizotion such as the
Red Cross.

chris gort,
fred cupide,
wytze brouwer,
george gillespie


