
T
he issue of Campus Pro-Life’s
anti-abortion displays is one of
free speech and it is incumbent

upon the Court of Queen’s Bench to
uphold that most basic democratic
tenet.

Campus Pro-Life’s tenacity in this case
is admirable — two years after the
University of Calgary sanctioned seven
of the group’s members
for non-academic
misconduct, they have
quite rightly chosen to
escalate the dispute to
the court.

The conflict originated
seven years ago, when
Campus Pro-Life began
setting up displays with
graphic images of
aborted fetuses. The
university ordered the
students to turn the
displays so the pictures
faced inward, thus
preventing anyone from
seeing them.

The university argued
that the students’ right
to free speech wasn’t
infringed by making the
displays invisible to
passersby — a patently transparent
excuse to quash that same right,
especially since, as the students
themselves pointed out, the university
later permitted public displays by other
groups, including pictures of Chinese
torture victims and photos of people
severely injured in car crashes.

The following year, pro-choice
individuals, unable to respect the
freedom of speech to which people

who do not share their views are
entitled, set up banners and screens to
hide the pro-life displays.

The university gave the students
sanctions for non-academic
misconduct; however, it is the
university that is guilty of misconduct
and of failing to uphold principles of
freedom and democracy. Universities

have been known since antiquity as
bastions of the free exchange of ideas,
a place where debate and dissent are
welcome, and where there is room for
everyone to be heard with mutual
respect for opposing views. It is clear
that university officials found the
display offensive to their own pro-
choice views, and the students were
punished for not hewing to the
prevailing ideology.

The freedom of speech issue aside, it

is difficult to understand what the
university was so afraid of. The only
logical result of someone seeing the
pro-life displays is that it might change
her mind about having an abortion —
and since pro-choicers supposedly
support a woman’s right to choose,
what business is it of theirs if a
pregnant woman chooses not to get an
abortion after viewing the display?

None at all.

As group member
Cameron Wilson told the
media, “Because you
disagree with something
is not a good enough
reason for a viewpoint to
be banned.”

In fact, it is never a good
reason to ban someone
else’s views, for banning
dissent is characteristic
of tinpot dictatorships —
and it should be
anathema on Canadian
university campuses.

The students did not
deserve any sanctions at
all. They were exercising
their democratic
freedoms, which they
have as much of a right

to do as those on the opposing side.

Now it’s time for Court of Queen’s
Bench Justice Karen Horner to uphold
that inalienable right.
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Alanna Campbell, left, and Joanna (Asia) Strezynski of Campus Pro-Life
hold up their summons after being charged with trespassing at the
University of Calgary in 2009, due to their anti-abortion display.
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