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ve by CSU President Juck

two  weeks

Councillor Bob Buckingham moved an
amendment that the referendum be held

election aext Mardl
that the Freshmen were
didn't know anything

before the

His main reason was

Harris attacked this timing because It
Presidential left the financial questions unanswered.

there a need for a union ?
Should there be compulsory fees ?

their elitest position it should ot be
eld.

The Council needed to know 15 eurly s
possible in order to see how much money
it would need for rebates and such.
Buckingham's motion was defeated,
and a compromise referendum dite of

Vnaive” and

d the referendum with
it Student Unlon
noted that  the

be as

1

s and
et of the councillors

first two. given

a con

20-21
Fund

2. There must be a compulsary fee.

4.1 item 3

5 point referendum

Theshape of the referendum to be held October 30-31 will

follows:

Uni

There is a need for a Students’
No.

—Yes

3. The Students” Union fee will be'

(a) The present foe structure fs adequate ic. 520 per

Note: Vote for only one of (1) and (b).

to those who paid fees this September.

No.

5. The Student Union Building Committee should present
s of the Student
Union Building. A referendum should be held on January
the S.UB. Fec am

mprehensive teport on the prospe

to decide
Yes

on the status of
No.

n st Memorial

(b) is passed. a rebate of four dollars shall hs'
Yes

Oct 30 - 31 accepted.
The refercodum was studied clause by
g, The firt cli war past

The second clause concering
compuliory fees was not debated but the
idea of voluntary union if the vote was no
was partially explained by Harris.

A voluntary Union would probably
drop services such a8 MUSE, MUN Radio
and its large share of the University
athletic program. 1t would then become 8
more palitical organization charging
small membership fee which could be
more effective at bringing reforms.

Passed § — 4

The third and fourth clauses were
combined so that it essentially stated that
either the union fees remain the same as
now 520 per year or that they become S8
per semester and $5 per summer school,

The thoughts ofpaying a fec in summer
school brought on  explosive veaction

students. ——Yes from Gillian Martii who attacked it
furiously on the grounds people here then

will only study and ot wse any fees

(b) | approve the following fee structure: $8.00 per Whes Ber-sinesidiment, tiat e progosed
semester per student summer school fee be dropped falled, she
$5.00 per summer school student ——Yes ——No. half screamed, Balf smaried, and half

"I won't pay it | won't pay it.”
The section passed 6
e next item that there would be

54,00 rebate to those who pald this fll i
the new fee rate was sccepled, passed
without much debate

The last clause is the Student Usion
Building fund Harris complained that
there was $340,000 in i this Spring but
that the state of & possible buiiding was
unclear and that It s unfair to keep it
going without final plans. The question
asks for approval for 4 study 10 be
;Inhh:d by Dee. 31 and & referendum in
am

This linkhed fetate o8 fioal poroml
was given withow since the
Council found out it had already passed
the clause without even knowing it

feaction to the Council of the
geferendum on the validity of 3
0t be known un"l :he

ing the University authorities
WS dubious in its timing and

o Tayor, tthugh decining
lssue because 1

It n-u mu I'm butting into
that the referendum 2nd its

M.O. Morgan, university vice-president, found fault in
the content of the referendum itself. He felt the two
questions (i.e. Should there be a Union and the question
of compulsory fces) should have been separted to avoid
confusion.

“I also wonder,” said Morgan, “how well freshmen
will hc able (o jodge such an issue after such a short
petiod of time at the University.”

nx Gedd’ the whsle idea of the
referendum 3 futile e because there s to be
some structure to hxndk :ludcm affairs.

Director of Physic: u! Foster, called the
referendum it imed 108 4 am ther
sudden and | don't really see the need foc

m a purely selfish lllndnolnl. i€ e student
grants were to be cut it would result in-an
Famediate 20% cutback in varsity and aterfac sport.

ministration’s reaction one of dismay

The University could then justify a cutback in their
pant, saying that stuents were showing 3 dnnmtd
Satia e athletics because of thei decreased finas

e toa say that & great many people h-d
spent much of their lives trying to build
Newfoundlind's sportnk Image 4nd thaf they Wers usk
now approaching their aim. “It would be a shame to see
this fail when they were 5o close,” he sai

present, the university contributes $120,000
towards sports on campus, and the students provide
anather $16,000.

David Smallwood, Student Affairs assistant, stated
that from his department’s point of view, the
relerendum would be “dissstrous He said that the
unfon and its various arms vital o the students, und if
the referendum goes ahead he is “afraid of what the
cansequenges might be."




Union referendum
biased and ambiguous

by Randy Joyce

Although one Councillor has said
informally that Council's recent decision
10 hole a referendum an the future of the
Students’ Union resulted from “the
radicalising offect of the CUS Congress on
Jack Harris™ ! a2 more likely
explanation is that Council was aware of
widespread student dissatisfaction with
the Union fees and moved quickly to
forestall it

Certainly the wording of the
referendum seems to appease those who
want the $15 Student Union Building Fee
discontinued, those who question the
whole idea of the SUB, those who want
membesship in the Union voluntary and

The whole idea of the referendum is to
let the students decide what they want.
The Council, naturally, wants no change
in the present fee setup: and the wording
of the referendum is subtly slanted to
encourage students to preserve the status

quo.

Take the first, quostion the sort of
question offen asked about
self-perpetuating institutions. Is there a
need for a Students’ Union at Memorial?
The anticipated answer is “Sure, there
5™ Who on carth could ever question the
need? One might 35 well question
existence.

To keep emotionalism out of the issuc,
what the referendum should ask is “Do
you want a students Union at
Memorial?™” That is 3 more honest
question, and will eficit 2 more honest
answer.

Section 2, like Section 1, demands 3
yesorno answer. When students look at

the voting sheet they will sec “There
must be i compulsory fee” and will have
to answer yes or no, A more impartial
way of stating it would be: “Membership
in the Siudents’ Union should be
compulsory- voluntary.” Besides putting
both alternatives on an equal basis, this
phrasing avoids the immense ambiguity of
asking whether _there should be

ompulsory fee. Of course the fee will be
compulsory, if you are in the Union. The
real question i whether there should be
compulsory membership.

Section 3 gives students a3 choice of
two fee structures, the present one and a
new one devised for the trimester system,
which would have two-semester students
paying S4 less than they do now, and
three-semester students $4 more. Section
4 provides that, should the latter system
win, a rebate of $4 be given to those who
paid their Union fees last week.

But in the entire resolution passed by
Council there is no provision for a $35
rebate 0 students who wish to leave the
Union should it become voluntary as o
sesult of this referendum. (The figure is
$35. not just $20, 35 non-members of the
Union can hardly be assessed $15 for the
construction of a Student Union
Building.)

Clearly, as the wording of the
referendum now stands it is bissed
toward the answers that the Council
wants to hear. The ambiguity in Section 2 {85
is most serious. And the omission of
rebate for students leaving the Union if
the referendum result permits it might
conceivably make it difficult for such
students to get back their $35, which
many students puid in fear that the

Administration would not egister them if |1’ back to the ballot box ina referendum that will likely bring the mps

The announcement by the CSU of its
intention to hold a referendum asking
whether or not there is 4 need for a union and
asking whether or not people want to pay a
compulsory fee 1o be a member of the Union
came as a complety surprise o practically
everyone including most of the munclllors
themselves.

There was virtually no build up tothe
move, no consultation with any members of
the union besides the executive of council, no
open or widespread discussion beforehand.

The motion to hold a referendum was
introduced by CSU president Jack Harris,
debated by council and passed, all in a single
night — a night on which there was only 3
minimum quorum of eleven of the twenty
members of council present.

To us, the move scems hasty and ill - timed.

Originally, Harris wanted to hold the
referendum on the 28th of September, but he
was eventually talked outof that one and a
compromise was reached to hold it on
October 30th. The reason for this haste, siys
Harris, was 5o that prospective councillors
running in the elections to be held October
2nd would know just where they stood with
the student body. Also, reasons Harris, there
is no point in presiding over & Union that no
one wants or understands.

As much as giving the student body at large
a chance to voice their opinion of the Union
the referendum is designed to drum up
discussion and interest in a body which has
never elicited any mass interest since its
inception.

All this makes good sense until it is
considered that probably 35 to 40% of the
members of the Union are first year students

they failed to pay

Editorial

voter tumout in the history of the Union. Voting will be October 30 - 31
for the question that could dissolve the Union,

or students who have never experienced this
particular Union. How can someone who has
only been here a month assess whether or not
there is a need for a Students’ Union?

If the situation was reversed and everyone
was told that if they voted for the union they
would be payed $35.00 how much of a
chance would the negative side of the
question have? As it stands now many people
will likely vote entircly in the hopes that they
will have their fee refunded rather than on the
merits or demerits of Unionism. Can Jack
Harris and the pro - Union forces convice a
majority of the people that the Union is
worth the money or even more to the point
can this be done by October 30th?

The gamble that Jack Harris and the

Council are taking is that it can be done, but
to us the gamble seems unnecessary at this
time.
There is absolutely no doubt that the
questions put forward by the referendum
should be asked but first everyone including
first year students should have the
opportunity to see the Union operate for at
least part of the year before they are asked to
make a judgement. In addition, the new 58
member council should be given to a chance to
show how effective or ineffective itcan be.

On the referendum itself, the Muse will be
taking a stand in subsequent issues, but for
now we will content ourselves with saying
that the referendum should be held in late
February or early March before the
presidential elections. As it stands now the
referendum is merely an easy way for the
Council to shuck off the responsibilities for
its past failures to interest the student body in
the Union onto the student body at large.
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