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the recent debates on student fee
increases is probably quite con-
fused by now. The SRC has twice
passed motions in recent weeks to
they have passed motions to ] Ll
rescind the referendum. As of
now both the referendum and the
fee increase are off. If the events
After all the smoke and confusion
is cleared away it seems that the
students of UNB "have been
deliberately misled by the execu-
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they are also very disturbing.

tive of the SRC.

The Brunswickan recognizes

that the charge of deliberate =

misrepresentation is a serious one

that must be substantiated in

clear and certain terms. The

conclusion reached by the Bruns-

wickan is based on the following

facts.

After the second motion to J L

establish a referendum, the exec- T
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The evidence however, suggests y B 3

that this rationalization is just as
dubious as the original statement.

The new president of the St.
Thomas University SRC, James
Haley was present at the SUB
Board meeting referred to. Haley’s
account of the meeting is as
follows: “We debated several
means to stabilize the finances of
the SUB and at the end motioned
to allow the chairman and the
director to speak to the adminis-
tration of UNB regarding present
and future commitments to the
SUB. However, we did not author-
‘izein any way, the Director to try

to give control to the Administra- -

tion. CHSR reporter Doug Varty
also present at the meeting,
confirms Haley’s comments. “The
discussions were for information
only. Several SUB Board members
opposed any takeovers explicitly.
Statements issued by James
O’Sullivan UNB Vice-President of
Finance and Administration and
by Eric Garland, Assistant Vice--
President: of administration make
it quite clear that the UNB
administration had no intention

student union building.” Garland
found the advertisement a “total
surprise’” and wondered what the
“heck is going on.”

It is not known who on the
executive actually composed the
wording of the ad. As the chief
executive of the SRC however,
Thorbourne must assume respon-
sibility for the misleading state-
ments it contains. It is clear that
Thorbourne did not consider the
statement to be all that impor-
tant. At this Monday’s emergency
meetingThorbourne commented
“1 didn’t change it, | just didn’t
have time to do it, | had things
more pressing.”

Therearea number of unfortun-
ate consequences and implica
tions arising from this fiasco. One
is that the proposed fee increase
was probably a good idea in itself.
The idea of paying off the SUB
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of the way in which the executive
handled the issue that investment
has been lost for the time being.
The implicationis quite clear that
the SRC executive did not feel it
could trust the members of coun-
cil or the student body to see the
wisdom of this proposed invest-
ment without misleading them.

The relations between the SRC
and the STU SRC have been
strained by this as well. St.
Thomas SRC President Haley
remarked that he was ‘“most
offended by the advertisement.”
Certainly the implication that the
UNB administration had been
planning a takeover of the SUB
cannot but cause some loss of
trust between that body and the
SRC.

The question remains, however,
as to what should be done.
Several calls have‘been heard for

considerations to bear in mind. It
would be difficult at this time of
year to replace Thorbourne. If he
were to resign it would seem
reasonable to ask for the resigna-
tion of the entire executive since
they were all responsible to a
degree. It also seems likely that
Thorbourne wiil have learned
something from this affair. A
repetition is unlikely. It is also
recognized that the position of
the SRC President is a difficult
one and that Thorbourne’s inten-
tions may have been good, if his

actions were not. It is the opinion.

of the Brunswickan' that Thor-
bourne should not resign. It is felt
however that an apology to the
students of UNB would be in
order.

There are some people who
deserve praise for their actions
in this matter. The members of
council who voted to rescind the
referendum are among them. Also
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