
The Gatewuy
'Metbc- f t"eConadiaim Unenly Pio

Editor-in-Chief - - - - Don Sellor
Managing Editor. ..... Bill Miller Associate Editor . Doug Walker

News Editor AI Bromllng Page Five .............. Linda Strand
Asst. News Editor, Helene Chomiok Fine Arts Editor.John Thompson
Sports Editor .....Bryon Campbell Photo Editor ............ Nei Driscol

E£ITORIAL: CUP Dteline Editor: Ginger Bradley. Desk: Jim Rennie. Cartaonists: Dole Dreyer, Peter
Bassek. Production Manager: .loe Wil. Office Monoger: Peter Enins. Edtorial Board: Don Sellor, Daug
Walker, Bill Mller, Uindo Strand. Edtoriol Assistant: Carole Kaye. Librarian: Lois Be"r.

STAFF THIS ISSUE-Our Monoging Editar has a secret and only these stoffers who were here for Mondoy
night's press night know whot iris .. Eugene Brady, AI Scarth, Marcio Reed, Gerald Polack, Lorraine
Allison. Lawnie Higneil, Lorraine Minich, Ralph Melnychuk, Bill Beard. sabele Faord, 8ev Gietz, Shirley
Newman, Morg Penn, Marion Conybeare, Richard Vivane, Sheila Bllard, and yours truly, Harvey Thomgirt.

The Gateway is published semi-weekly by the students' union of the Unversity af Alberta. The Editor-
in-Chief is respansible for aIl material published herein. Final copy deaidline (including short short items):
tar Wednesdaoy edtn-7 p.m. Sundoy oadvertising-4:30 p.m. Thursday; far Friday editn-7 p.m. Tuesday,
advertisng--4:30 p.m. Manday. Advertisîng Manager: Alex Hardy. Office phane--433-1 155. Circulation
-8,300. Authorized as second-closs mail by the Post Office Department, Ottawa, and for poyment of
Postage in cash. Postage paid ut Edmonton.

PAGE FOUR FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1966

a time ta talk
In the noble tradition of the Great

American Dream, there are no more
people at the University of Alberta.

There are only four series of de-
humanized IBM numbers - com-
monly referred ta in non-mathema-
tical lingo as undergroduate stud-
ents, graduate students,faculty and
administration. Every year these
groups become further and further
opart, and every year the agonizinlg
cries of lack of campus communic-
ation become louder and louder.

The sadidest of these divisions is
that between professor and student.
Some professors moke a particulor
effort ta become acquainted with
their students, and they are to be
commended for this. As far as many
of the others are concerned, how-
ever, there might just as welI be a
tape recorder at the front of the lec-
ture 17all, for the only function they
perform is an auditory presentation
of data.

A student's expressed thoughts
are not expected ta be on the same
professional calibre os those of his
professar, who is an alleged expert
in his field of interest. However, as
two humani beings bath interested in
the pursuit of truth, the studenit and
professor have many points of mutu-
ai interest ta discuss. Students can
often present f resh, though perhaps
naive and undeveloped views.

The halls of this hallowed institu-
tion have seen many provocative de-
bates whîch are of immense benefit
ta the students, and, f rom the evoca-

tive and often emotional participa-
tion of the professor, would appear
ta be at least warthy of his energy.
These occur mostly in smoll classes
where seminar conditions exist.

But small classes are becoming
scarcer and scarcer on this campus,
and the large classroomn situation
makes significant student-professor
dialogue almost impossible except
in the rare case of the professor with
a genius for fulminating large-scale
argument and discussion in his class-
room.

One means of furthering this dia-
logue would be ta facilitate the in-
termingling of students and profes-
sors outside the classroomn situation.
We suggest one means of doing this
would be a number of common
lounges, where the student and his
professor could meet socially as two
human beings and not as two dif-
ferent types of six-digit IBM num-
bers,

Several professors make a special
attempt ta meet their students soci-
ally. Significantly, their classes are
usual ly very stirnulating-from the
point of view of the discussion, if not
f rom the brîlliance of the lecture.

Excellent faculty-student com-
munication is one of the main char-
acteristics of a first-rate university.
What is aur enlightened administra-
tion doing ta further this ideal?

The plans for the new Henry Mar-
shall Tory Building caîl for three
seporote Iounges-aone for faculty
members, one for graduate students,
and one for undergraduate students.

the great canadian debate
Canada: satellite or sovereign?
Saturday's teach-in on this sub-

ject promises ta be a stimulating
journey into Canada's destiny, a trip
which is currently being made on
several un iversity campuses across
Canada. Students are flocking in
ever-increasing numbers ta either
the continentalist or nationalist side
of the argument.

Continentalists dlaim that North
America would be a more viable
econamic unit than Canada con ever
be clone, and that no Canadian
would spend one Hershey Bar a week
to save Canada. Their argument
for a North American union is based
on the possibi lit y of c laser economic
ties. They say Canad ions are being
taxed for potriotism, that the coun-
try's industries are tac, diversified ta
produce enough product units ta be
ecanomically feosible. In brief, they
are saying thot tariffs are only on
incentive ta inefficiency.

Nationalists are crying: "Don't
throw Canada into the melting pot
and blend it with the Greot Society.
This group believes that Canada
must maintain her independence-
nat only ta oct os a friendly check
aoinst American policies, but also
ta preserve the Canadian culture,
whîch they say is a combination of
the best in American and British
heritage. Their arguments for Can-
ada staying as a distinct nation for a
large part are built upon a faundo-
tion of heartfelt patriotism, and on
this country's traditions.

The grect debate is hardly begin-
ning, but it is safe ta say the plat-
forms f rom which young Canadians
are shouting their views these days
could some day father aur destiny
which somehow isn't.

May we shout aur ill-conceived;
uncut ideas about Canada until
eiders glean f rom them this un-
spoken future.

by lerroine minich
Students' council meetings in the

ast month have been the warst repre-
sentation of student government that
1 can imagine.

1 have been watching this esteemed
group in "action" for the past four
months. (7 p.m. Mondays in Dinwoodie
Lounge-everyone is welcame ta at-
tend). While there never was tac,
much action, the meetings of the past
month have been littie mare thon
pathetic farces.

One of the mast notable examples
of student indifference raised its ugly
head three weeks ago, when a lively
debate raged in council chambers for
two hours. The participants-Branny
Schepanovich and Provost Ryan. And
what were aur venerable cauncillars
doing? Sitting an their honorable
posteriars, passing notes, and running
ta the pop machine while two non-
councillors dominated the meeting.

Students' council members divide
themselves naturally into three cote-
garies: 1. Thase who don't camne; 2.
Those who camne and do nothing; 3.
Those who camne and participate. Ap-
proximately haif af the councillars fit
into categary 1; the other haif share
the remaining categaries.

If students' union generai manager
Mary Swenson weren't sa busy with
other duties, l'di suggest he be mode
truont off icer for wayward councillors.
The fact that opathetic councillors are
the cause for hoif the students on
campus not being represented doesn't
seem ta concern onyone. Council rep-
resentation is o responsibility; where
are the people who have been elected
ta these positions?

Not much mare useful thon those
who do not camne are the irresponsible
ane-quarter who f iii cauncil chairs and
prove "hondy" when it's time ta vote.
Withaut their presence, there couldn't
be o quarum,and the minutes of the
last meeting would neyer be possed.

Although these pseudo-legislotors
contribute littie, if anything, ta discus-
sion, they con be relied on ta raise
their honds ot leost a few inches f rom
the table and be counted as either en-

thusiastîcolly (or worse yet, unani-
mously) in support of, or fiotly and de-
cidedly in opposition ta the motions
which govern the workings of the un-
ion.

Aside f rom the union vice-president
and the Wauneito president, aur fe-
mole councillors say an average of
three words each per meeting. True,
sulent females are supposed ta be mys-
teriaus, echanting,and sexy, but their
contribution ta student government is
questianable.

Sa thot leaves us a handfui of Oc-
tivists-a handful of people who are
aware, in vorying degrees, of a stu-
dent movement. And i sincerely con-
gratulate them.

i don't know if anything Patrick
Kenniff told council last Tuesday night
hit any of the cauncillors, but it should
have. He said a student government
con either ieod a campus or reflect
t. i think it should iead. Too many
of aur councillors have the inoane
"things are good just like they are-
why change?" attitude. These are
the rah-rah campus kids who take
literally the words of the Vorsity Sang,
"Green and gold, quaecumque vera,
guide us through each caming era."
1 wou)d say it's the duty of the coun-
cillors ta guide and nat ta be guided.
It is this reflecting attitude that we
get f rom people like one of aur rah-
roh councillors whose chief concern
seems ta be the fact that he doesn't
like ail the Fine Arts in The Gateway.

Richard Price is o leader; he is
genuinely concerned with the student
movement. And saoare a few other
council members. It is the comments
of these few that gives council meet-
ings some depth and purpose.

1 think the motter of "ta leod or ta
reflect" should be in the minds of
every U of A student at election time
and constantly in the minds of coun-
cillors.

One more thing: why flot go ta a
Council meeting once?-they really
aren't compietely uninteresting. The
hause ec representotive weors a dif-
ferent outfit each week, and the arts
rep smokes a most fragrant blend of
pipe tobacco-when he's there.

whot wiII the bubbie-gummers look for? whot wiII they see?

a council reporter )s
uncensored diary


