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Editorial 

and the walls! 

came tumbling 
down 

The SRC has done it again. By so poorly handlin
g the 

withdrawal of the Graduate Students’ Association, and 

the Law Society's motion to examine their position
, they 

have seriously jeopardized their meaningfulness o
n this 

campus. 

To argue, as Council President Beach does, that P
ost 

Grads and Law Students cannot be equated, but under- 

graduates and Law Students can, is ludicrous. 

Surely he does not realize that to generalize in such 

a manner is foolish. Active and aware Post Grads will 

benefit, and have benefited from Council, as muc
h as, if 

not more than most undergrads. 

If a Law Student is not concerned with student
 af- 

fairs he will benefit as little as Beach thinks t
he Post 

Grads do. Beach talks of student — professo
r relation- 

ships as an additional factor of consideration. [fhe think
s 

a Professor of English 2000 has the same rapport wit
h 

his students as a Professor at the Law School, he is 

more out of touch with the situation than we imagin
ed. 

The question is not one of representation, but one of 

service to a significant number of the student body. 

whether the SRC is of any value to the GSA is not the 

question. Indeed by supporting the withdrawal as the 

SRC did, it is obvious that they did not feel they were.
 

But did they rectify the situation? They did not. In- 

stead they acted like mad doctors, who because the 

patient had indigestion, removed half of his stomach
. 

We feel the SRC was providing a service to the Post 

Grads: in particular by supporting the idea of the Mar- 

ried Student Co-op. It is evident that a larger percent- 

age of Post Grads are married than undergrads. 

In addition the SRC leapt into the situation, as they 

have so many times in the past, without considering 

long term effects. 

What effect will the GSA withdrawal have on bene- 

fits they were. before entitled to? No one on Council 

seems to know or care. 

When questioned about constitutional implications of 

the GSA withdrawal, Beach said these ar
e just tech- 

nicalities.’’ 

Sir, they are far from that. 

By their actions the SRC has seen fit to set a dan
- 

gerous precedent. The SRC cannot in good conscience 

allow Post Grads independent status and refuse the La
w 

Society the same. 

The Law Society has taken a logical step . . . As the 

walls of ignorance and naivete that surround the SRC be
- 

gin to tumble around them, all faculties would deo well 

to take a long look at themselves and their relationshi
p 

with the Students’ Representative Council. 

Letters to the Editor 
SENIOR CLASS PARTY MARRED 

Editor: 

The fall Senior Class Party was quite successful; however, the occasion was mar- 

red by one incident which merits consideration. S
omeone removed a bottle of liquor 

from the bar which forced the management to s
top selling drinks. Worse the manage- 

ment may now refuse to allow other campus organizatio
ns (including the class of 68) 

to hold upcoming functions at the Beaverbrook. Th
is is truly detrimental to all. 

The return of the empty numbered bottle could i
nfluence the management's final de- 

cision. The bottle could be returned .o anyone of the 
undersigned —no questions asked! 

Senior Class Executive 

Rab Asprey, Sue Kinnear, Brian Gold 

THE RIGHT TO DISSENT 

. Editor: 

Please add my name to the list of students whom Mr. Peter H
unt describes as enun- 

ciating "*hate literature'’. 
i 

At the same time, add my signature to those who wish
 that Mr. Stephen MacFarlane 

would reconsider his decision to resign. Whether he suppor
ts the anti-administration 

position or not, he must realize that the right to disse
nt is as important a function of 

our democratic system as the right to vote, a fact which
 Mr. Hunt overlooked. Thus, he 

should not be persuaded to resign due to loud outcries of on
e type or another. Remem- 

ber, those who make their opinions known are usually the 
extreme element of society, 

like me. And it is seldom that those holding-moder
ate views make them known. 

I would like to debate the Vietnam question with Mr. Hun
t and Mr. Demetre, however, 

space forbids it. Instead, chalk up my vote as being anti-administration 
(as Mr. Hunt 

and other Hawks would put it) and as desiring the cease to the slaughter of thousan
ds 

of Vietnamese (as I like to phrase it). 

In addition, add my support to those who desire con
tinued freedom of the press, the 

BRUNSWICKAN included. 
Yours Sincerely, 
Michael Peacock, Phys. Ed. 3 

ANTI-CALENDAR HARD TO SWALLOW 

Editor: 

In a recent issue it was noted that sometime during the com
ing academic year, we 

will again press our views in a ‘course evaluation’’. A price
less freedom of the cam- 

pus is that of dissent; and I would like to register a protest. 

Although envisioned with the best of intentions, the pre
vious course evaluation was 

an utter farce, accomplishing nothing; it was not even completely carried out. It wast- 

ed lecture time and slighted many capable professors. 
Criticism was not objective, and 

the end result was a ham-handed ultimatum of serio-com
ic censure. 

A more *’sophisticated’’ evaluation is promised for 1967-
68, which will not berate 

an instructor's academic merits; I find this rather hard to swallow, in view of the con-
 

tinuing concept of creating an anti-calendar’’. What i
s the standard by which you 

judge? : 

By way of a substitute, is individual evaluation so wor
thless? Most instructors have 

time for some individual counselling, and welcome 
suggestions and critical comments, 

which can then be assessed properly. There are gene
rally excellent reasons for widen- 

ing or narrowing the scope of a course, and the including or excluding
 of relevant mater- 

ial within it. The disciplined, experienced mind knows; and is 
always ready for in- 

dividual constructive criticism. 

This viewpoint may seem reactionary, perhaps her
etical, but there must be others 

who agree. Since this evaluation is apparently inevita
ble, I invite dissenters to, like 

myself, pass in their evaluation sheet unmarked. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Bruce Wallace, Arts II 
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