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Cbureaucracies denied in-
ming it. The gross national
s Onie-Dimensional Man.

,-.., , Vý IL %LIiýPIoe LU
.reher, does it service the
ex? As an urban university,
mr 1!rbafl lw'e? A~s educator,
!r, does it care? As adminis-
d? Ail of whicb was summed
student at a meeting of the
University of Califomnia:

trdson unlverslty, y
te, ha. a dynainic a
iversiy is capab

protet hs there a place for civil disobediencE
What are the principles for free dissent in a frE
society? Before setting forth thea. guide-lines, li
us make certain assumptions:

(a) We reject the idea that the university mu!
ho destrcoe in order to save it, or that society mue
be destroyed in order to salvage it. Such apocalypti
views are better left ta the Theatre of the Absurd.

(h) We reject the thesis that the university is,
must ho held, responsible for aIl the ilîs of soclet5
or that it can be the lasis for its cure.

(c) IVe reject the idea of guerilla warfare in thi
university arena; we reject the abusive concept c
demotitioai politics. It assume, a monopoly of virtu
and an absolute righteusness which becomes set
servig. It betrays an arrogance of power that rE
fuses dialogue.

<Let us. now posit the guidé-Uines or principle
of costutedissent hich mut be eal<>gethei
rather than separately or disjunctively:

(1) One cannot speak of the duty of govemnmen
to live umder the. law and the right of an individual t

b bve the law. Ifa government is tob bound b
its laws, 80 are its citizen,.
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-hoose fromn 2,000 films and videotapes provided
ool boards, then phone their request to libr<srian.

TELEVISION IN THE CLASSROOM

sion monitors have replaced traditional
film and slide projectors i four Ottawa
the duration of a two-year experiment i
Retrl0val Television (IRTV). The idea

oped jointly by the Northemn Electric
and Development Laboratories and the.
ool Board.
irpose of the experiment i ta assess the.

rather than the teacher. IRTV
the teacher,who phones a requ
the librarvand pets it within a

out or .
they arg
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OLE FOR TORON TO AIRPORT

. Paul Hiellyer, Minister of Transport, bas
ced thnt, in recognition of the. growing mi-
le of Toronto as a major international gate-
lie Canadian Gaveraient is prepared ta open
al negotiations with any country that may be
ted in having landlng rights at Toronto.
ironto has become the terninal for a number of
ranscontinental routes into the United States,

ritish Overseas Airways Corporation bas for
years operated its transatlantic services

!n London and Toronto. Otier governents
bich Canada has hulateral air agreements have

considerable interest in securing simular

r. Hellyer's policy statement made it clear
ount ries seeking access ta Toronto must be

eti, in accordance with the. ternis of the. bi-

agreements, ta offer concessions .that would

any forelgn gaveraient ta subniit, as a basis
egotiation, a concrete proposai iadicatiag

)cal concessions equlvalent lu value ta land-
,hts at Toronto.
r. Hellyer said that a programme was already
way, in accordance witb is annzouticement of

iber 20, ta provide important new facîlities at

to International Airport. Utitil it is complete,
teettraffic congestion ut the. airport will

e limtations on extra overseas traffic.

the progress and problenis experienced in the. field
of international aid and development assistance
over the past 20) years, and make recommenations
on the best policies and methods to heip proinote
the econornic growth of the. developlng worid in thie
years to corne".

It bas been widely felt, and has been explicitly
suggested by the President of the World Banik, tint

the recent faiterlig of the aid effort is due ta a
weakening of the political will to aid. During a

recent presst conference Mr. Pearson promised thnt

the. Commission would give close attention ta this

prableni.
At the flrst full Commission meeting ia Mont

Gabriel, Quebec, lat December, the Chainnan
announced thnt he planned to complete the. report

by September 1969. Although it is financed l'y the.
Bank,' the. Commission is atherwise indeperident of

that institution. Its report will make recommenciations
wh ich, it is hoped, will l'e heipful to governments in

dealing with aid and development.
Other Comnmission members are Sir Edwatd Boyle

(Britain), Mrt. Roberto de Oliveira Campos (Bruzil>,
Mr. Douglas Dillon (U.S.A.), Dr. Wilfried Outi (Ger-

many), Professor W. Arthur Lewis (St. Lucia), Dr.
Robert E. Marjolin (France), and Dr. Saburo Olcita

(Japan). 'iese men, who were appoited l'y Mrt.

Pearson for their broad experience andi internationlal
stature, are not representatives of their respective
govermiefts.

'TO AFRICA AND) ASIA
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arle, These, te, are suggested guide-lines foi
1. of legitimate protest and constructive dissent. These
ylon are the Iiniiting principles against which the right
Co. of dissent or any legitiinncy of civil disobediencE

dais must be tested. But there will be no solution unless
bou t we deal with the root cause of that dissent - both at

the university level and in society.
,000
000 ROOT OF PROBLEM
titre Let's deal wlth the university. 1 can understand the
ning anger and disillusionment that students feel when

as legitimate grievances are frustrated. The university
cted administration should not repily to legitimate student
otal protest by trying to repress it. Indeed, the inadequate
mil- response wlthin the university hierarchy to the
ther pressure of responsible students has sometimes made

it possible for irresponsible elements to turn the
issue to their demagogic advantage.

The real core of the prohlem is one of meaning-
fui participation. Studeftts. have a righit to partici-
pate in determining what happens to them during
their tenure at universlty. The student is consumer
of the educational process. It is time that we look at
the matter from the <"consumer perspective".

as What thinking there has been ln the academic
and couîmunity about the relations of students to the


