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If the reps withdraw . . . ?

There is some question whether
the Board of Governors or the Gen-
eral Faculty Council has more con-
trol in the university. The Univer-
sities Act gives no clear definition
to this and thus the answer is left to
debate.

But at the Friday meeting of the
Joint Committee on Student Rela-
tionships, students got the answer.
During the first and last meeting of
this group, Provost A. A. Ryan, who
is a fairly important man around
here, said the General Faculty Coun-
cil ""has the power.” He didn't say
much more on this subject but stu-
dents got the message.

If GFC really is "the power’’ and
this is a university governed demo-
cratically, then the majority of souls
here should have some say in the
decisions made which concern them.
The majority of which we speak is
the student.

President Walter Johns, at the
meeting, said democracy concerns
"the representative aspect.”’

There appears to be something
wrong. General Faculty Council has
about 60 or so members, all of whom
have a vote. Students have three
representatives on it. Figure it out.
The students have about one vote
in 20 which is not realistic if repre-
sentative or any other form of demo-
cracy is practiced.

Now General Faculty Council is
up against the wall again and the
results of this action could be very
significant in future developments
on this campus.

Marilyn Pilkington, who is one of
the student representatives on Gen-
eral Faculty Council, says that if
meetings remain closed, the repre-
sentatives to GFC may consider
withdrawing.

This is one of the boldest steps
ever taken by students at this uni-
versity. But they really haven’t much
to lose. The students are repre-
sented on the Board of Governors
but they don’t have a vote so nothing
is lost there. Toronto, Manitoba and
several other schools have turned
down at least as much—probably
more.

Students have the three GFC seats
to lose. But the student vote is so
small, little would be effected.

The possible withdrawal of the
student reps would set the university
back ten years. They would have
to start all over again and it will
not be so easy this time. Students
will demand more and more because
they are a growing group and they
want to have some say in the gov-
erning of themselves.

And it stems from the stubborness
of GFC who, through their chair-
man, say their efficiency would be
affected.

Those football crowds

Attendance at university football
games has been, to say the least,
fantastic. In two games, there have
been more than 10,000 fans at the
games—more than the Bears at-
tracted in five home games last
year.

Nobody can say exactly why this
is so. Two national champions last
year is surely one reason. Two easy
football wins in the east this fall
is another.

Whatever it is, we hope it doesn’t
stop now. Sports is not a primary
thing in life. It has its place and
that is usually to entertain.

Students should get their full en-
tertainment value from their varsity
teams. God knows we pay enough
to the University Athletic Board. Its
nice to know students are taking
some of it back—for the benefit of
all.
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First, try power

— then try more power

By BRIAN

SDU has been making a lot of noise
lately, and this is a change for the bet-
ter. But SDU troubles me because they
have no solid plan for dealing with the
problems of the university. Their answer
to any question about university govern-
ment is “power,”” and if that doesn’t work
their answer is ''more power.”

The SDU has proposed what amounts
to a series of structural changes and
little else. | think the sad truth about
SDU is that they do not have the solu-
tions for the problems around here any-
more than Dr. Johns has, or Marilyn Pilk-
ington has, or even | have. The trouble
with university government is that every-
body pretends they have the answers.

It's a bluff, and | call.

What about the problems of student
dislocation, adjustment, mental illness,
suicide——call it what you will? SDU can
not even define it or talk about it intel-
ligently. They have not done their home-
work. A. B. J. Hough of student coun-
selling at least knows what the problems
are and Dr. Johns would direct you to
Mr. Hough if you asked him about it.
| wonder if Marilyn has set up a com-
mittee to deal with this yet?

Meanwhile the campus packs ‘em in—
a few thousand more every year. Do you
know if you pack too many rats in too
small a cage they crack-up and die?
Maybe next year there will be a serious
attempt to design a university with people
in mind.

And how about the parking mess? |
am sick and tired of parking almost 20
minutes away from my nearest class.

And what about residence accommoda-
tions? Before another barracks goes up
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we need a little social engineering to find
out what the requirements of decent liv-
ing are at university.

What sort of physical facilities do we
need? How do physical facilities deter-
mine social environment and the way
people think?

The University of Alberta is not alone
in not facing up to these problems. The
federal, provincial, and local govern-
ments and the school boards all ignore
them. The whole problem with planning
at the university is.that the greatest of
all research institutions has failed to re-
search itself. Nobody knows the vari-
ables of classroom performance at the
university. Nobody knows anything about
the dynamics of the student-teacher re-
lationship.  And this is important, be-
cause Carl Rogers, a well-known and re-
spected psychologist, suggests that the
current stumbling set-up is a reasonable
parallel to the way parents of schizoph-
renic children treat their youngsters. The
question is how do we solve the problem.

First, if we are going to investigate the
university, we are going to have to in-
vestigate the students’ minds.

If you want to find out how a new
teaching situation worked you can set an
exam, or you can talk to the students,
send in the sociologists and psychologists,
and put students on the final evaluation
committee. The latter is preferable, be-
cause good planning demands student in-
volvement. And student involvement is
SDU’s strong point, but what kind of
changes can they make with no informa-
tion? University government has been
flying by the seat of its pants too long,
and the cloth is getting thin.




