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It’s mob rule at Alberta’s University of Lethbridge. 

University administrators insist they have a deep commitment to free speech. 

When it was first announced that Frances Widdowson, one of Canada’s bravest 

critics of “woke” Indigenous viewpoints, would speak on campus, university 

president Mike Mahon, reasserted the institution’s free speech policy, “Members 

of the University community have the right to criticize and question views 

expressed on campus, but they may not obstruct or interfere with others’ 

https://www.msn.com/en-ca/news/other/gunter-university-bans-speaker-to-protect-feelings-of-woke-mob/ar-AA17aTms?ocid=entnewsntp&pc=U531&cvid=dda3d0ff53ee43a495072eff360c60d6
https://www.msn.com/en-ca/news/other/gunter-university-bans-speaker-to-protect-feelings-of-woke-mob/ar-AA17aTms?ocid=entnewsntp&pc=U531&cvid=dda3d0ff53ee43a495072eff360c60d6&fullscreen=true&crc=true#image=1


freedom of expression.” Debate “may not be suppressed because the ideas put 

forward are thought by some, or even most, to be offensive, unwise, immoral, or 

misguided.” 

Not bad. 

But then the pitchforks-and-torches brigade showed up threatening to shout 

Widdowson down and Mahon cowered behind political correctness and 

victimhood bafflegab. He cratered to the forces of cancel culture. 

Widdowson is controversial because she challenges establishment orthodoxy 

about what she has called the “aboriginal industry.” She came to national 

attention nearly two years ago when she was fired from her tenured 

professorship in the economics, justice and policy studies department at 

Calgary’s Mount Royal University for having the audacity to say Indigenous 

residential had some educational benefits. 

But as far back as 2008, the national association of political scientists tried to 

kick her out for doubting the wisdom of many official Indigenous policies. 

Under today’s tyranny of wokeism, no one may challenge the official dogma that 

everything about residential schools everywhere was all bad, all the time. 

Widdowson has spent her career researching the problems facing Canada’s First 

Nations. It has always been her contention that in order to find solutions, it is 

necessary to understand the facts, good and bad, rather than act on solely on 

fashionable, if comforting myths. 

But, of course, in today’s atmosphere, there is no room for divergent opinions, no 

matter how well-researched. Facts that don’t fit the elite orthodoxy must be 

attacked, often angrily. 

The legions of the super-woke, whether timid university presidents, activist 

students, pious academics, crusading journalists or social-media evangelists 

would insist to a person they are all for diversity, inclusion and equality. Yet they 

seek to silence any views that differ from their own. 



It turns out the University of Lethbridge’s commitment to free speech is limited to 

the elite-approved ideas of the day. 

This past Monday, Mahon totally and cravenly reversed himself. While 

acknowledging “the value and necessity of freedom of expression,” he quickly 

added “there are limits to freedom of expression. In assessing these limits, the 

University must be attentive to the safety of our diverse community.” 

What safety? It’s not as though Widdowson was intent on encouraging lynching 

or other violence. 

Oh. Right. Mahon meant safety from hurt feelings and protection of students and 

faculty from having to hear opinions that disrupt their comfortable world views. 

The tender little dears. 

Mahon claimed to have “sought guidance from those with considerable cultural, 

scholarly, sectoral and legal expertise, including continuing guidance from the 

Vice-Provost, Indigenous Relations.” He became worried, he said, if the university 

honoured its (weak, thin, meaningless) dedication to free speech, the outcome 

would be “harmful.” 

Again, Mahon didn’t mean harmful in the traditional, widely understood definition 

of harm. Indeed, the university president meant the exact opposite of “sticks and 

stone can break my bones, but names can never hurt me.” 

The woke elites believe the words of their opponents are far more dangerous 

than sticks and stones. And, just as importantly, they think the definition of harm 

is in the ear of the hearer, not the mind or mouth of the speaker. 

If someone, somewhere will have their sensibilities bruised by challenging words, 

well, then, free speech gets thrown out the window. 

Rather than pledging to hire enough security and call in enough police to protect 

Widdowson’s right to speak, Mahon instead banned Widdowson to protect the 



right of the woke mob to have its fatally flawed ideas of freedom go 

unchallenged. 
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