
Gra ntham Report ,catches fla'ck
by Ainion Thomson

Last January,, the provincial
geernment's, Grantham Tgsk Force
rèleasod ite long-awaited fmndings regar-
ding students contributions to the cost
of post-secoptidary education.

The report re.commended:
*'Thereé. shousld be. tuition fees at
potsodary institutions.
* stAil pogtams with-uj a given

institution should have the sahe tuition
fée.

'* There should bc three levels of
tuition feo's based on'the following
positions:

-,unliversity tuition fées should be
the highest. a hie essoI

be the same.ý
1 - the difference between college,

and technical fees, and university fees
should be less than at present.

-AI 'berta ý,Vocational Centre
tuition fes shoflld. bethé lqwest.

*a stanidingcommitteeon studenît
cous should be established to make
future -recommendations on' feeî and
costs.

The ropo4Ialsesuggested reform of
the. student Io" pogamte grantstuden ts iod pnden'-for bôan pur-
poseut age lS and'the establishmentof
a *studeùt assistance trust fid.-

The report rchcse created a storijl
of controvesy among . members* nd_
the Federattonx- of -Aberta Students
(FAS) Iashed oistýat-thereport.

TThe Repôrt ýis'based more upon
-opinion than fact" said BliRein
then-president of -PAS. "... the tax-
payer. -of -Alberta deserved néore for
their $75,00."

1 Tis-summer both the Students'
Union ai the U of A and FAS submitted

dtie rewonneto the nrnvincial

government. Their iesponses fall.into
two general categories.

Tuition fees
The first recommendation of the

task force is that therée hould be tuition
fées.

The SU expresses support for the
abolishment of tuition fees. However, if
they exist, the SU says, they should nlot
be allowed to risc to a level where they
represent an impossible financial barrier
te students.

FAS disagrees with this position.
After a leingthy and thorough attack on
the, rationale or tuition fees, FAS says
that à' progtiira ust be established for
tiiq abolition of tuition fees.,.

ý ::-The second and third reçommen-
dations of the Grantham report refer to
the level of tuition fees- in. post-'
secondary 'institutions. the Students'
Union sÜggeststhat the leveis which th~e
t#sk fre rFeCO ,mmcnd, sera abitrazy.,The- %rie. aie anlàiivailte: tw.t
notion that ail prgra*iM should cost the

-,same,'itati$ ng'UIt'tiswoid4ermli"ate
cerWa ninc9nh*tes ar4'«é others.*

* FAS .ot W tç~eto
that ail progrâââishloulic b ip alàe là,
an impbit - ', *ion 1 t W prt fth

ta frce tbat tees do àffectao*bôusibili-
y.It f-ùrther points ýout <baàt- thes

recommnendations willýhà* tdie éfc
raising all taition f«&s tô the prevîoushi~estlevlsand riterates its corn-
mittment to no increases 'and the
eventual abolishment of fecs.,

- The next recommendation of the
task force = the establishment- of à.
standinig committec e to consider thie
effects of revisions-aIedrwcriticism,
from bothi organizatioins.

The SU responda te this by stating
that this ought te. be.the responsibilities
ef. the Board ofjovrnrsFASI

however, considers that the Student
Finance Board is the proper body for
this task.

The task force lists a number of
factors which should be taken into
considération when setting tuition'fees.
FAS notes tilat this recommendation
demonstrates that the task force feit
i .tself incapable of making these
recommendations and can only pass
aiong directions to someone else regar-
ding these decisions.

The task force recommends the
government should set future tuition
fees. Both the SU and FAS argue that
this substantially. erodes institutional
autonomy. Aso, PAS says that a much
more effective way' of ensuring public
input would be t o make Boards of
Governors more representative of the
public.1The, task force states it is unable to
recoumenod a 'policy on differential fées
fofoioigng students. Both -FAS -and the
SU1 state their -opposition to these fees.

Sýore further recommendations
mr -e tgreater involvemnent of thepu ic in development of post-
scco ndary institutions. Since these
lccommendattions are vague, neither the
SU or. FAS résponded with more than
support of the concept in general. FAS
aise. str.esses the importanceý of con-'
tinuing thé éducation of those already in
thework force.

Student Assistance
The major recommendation of the

Granthamn Task force refers to the
establiihmenft;,of a student assistance
trust- fund'-(SATF) to -be repayed by a
surcharge on income tax at low rates
over an extended period.

1Both FAS and the SU object to this
proposai for a, variety of reasons. One of
.their criticisms is that, students will be
unwilling to accept such large long-term
debts at this stage in their careers. Also,
,thiL,à,tWent aid plan provides for the
possibility of greatly incteasedctltior±
l~s -, 1 _$ýhiosophy 'of, this plan
appears to be nioving towards a user-
pay concept, and PAS opposes this as
very destructive le the principle of equal
accs~

; Oth#postiv siethe task force
reominends tliat aIl 'studèents, be regard-,

ç à idej*fdèt t age 18. FAS and
~e Stud&ens'Ü(inon- emphatically sup-
port thfis recommendation.

'Other Issues
Ti.tàsk% force disousses student

housing, and recomniends increased
sùbsidised studentý housing through,additional residences. Bath FAS and,
the SU support this fully. However, the

tas foce lsosuggests, the prilvate-

IWsector be encouraged to invest in student
housing. FAS iý cynical about the
willingness of the private sector to invest
in anything that will not prove to be
lucrative.

The task force further recommends
that there should be daycare spaces
available for anyone who wants to use
them. These recommendations are
endorsed by both FAS and thie
Students' Union.

In addition to comments about
speçific recommendations of the task
force, FAS begins its submission with a
criticismn of its make-up. Thç members
werc unrepresentative of the general
public, says FAS, because three of five
of the public members were
professionals, a much higher proportion'
than occurs in the general public.

The federation also suggests the
high-income background of aIl the
public members made tbeir ability to
research student costs questionable.

An objection to the government's
methiod of choosing stuident "represen--
tatives" appears in the FuAS submission.
The imnpartiality of student

.. spoksrmen" elççted ly- -tIxe--gqvern-
ýmet'is quest'ined by the federation.'ý
FAS also criticises the methodology of
the task force. In soliciting submissîons'
to the group, the members sent ap-
proximately 1,000 letters. 0f these, 19'
were sent to business associations, 30%
wcre sent to busi ness-associated clubs 9
and social .groups, and 0.4% were sent to
trade unions. This does no t constitute a"
random sampling, accordi'ng to the FAS
brief.ý

The Students' Union brief con-
cludes wi th a discussion of acce9sibility.

* "Entry to university should be
based, on the ability of students to do the

work, needed to satisfy academic re-
*quirements, rather than on their eârning
power."ý

Operation ii-îfeline

from pagei
however. Murray .McLauchlàn
was the entertammtent highight
of the evening according to Ms.
Brown and bis performance wasU
especially well-received by theW
fifty Vietnamese- people who
composed part of the audience. 8501%

1The Edmonton show
ràised $1,1 56, well short of the
organizers' target of $5,000. The
entertainers featured in. the
program, as well as the
organizers and helpers ail work-
ed on a volunteer basis, s0 the
entire amount of money
collected will go towardshelping
the refugees

The CBC project met with,
some opposition on Friday
afternoo, when about 12 anti-
boat people Edmontonians
picketed CBC headquarters. Led
by the outspoken Jack Pickett,
the demonstrators denounced Moday-
CBC for its support of increased Friay 7:3E
refugee immigration to Canada. Satud<ay li
Aecording to CBC newsman ih Sunday 10
Laing, the picketeers marched in
front of the station's offices for
about fifteen minutes, then ieft
without incident.
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