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Students stomped in the long run

by Andrew Campbell
and Natalie Lacey

Back in 1983, the Associa-
tion of Atlantic Universities
(an organization of which
Dalhousie is a member) stated
in a brief to the Maritime Pro-
vinces Higher Education
Commission thar:

If government funding con-
trinues 1o be inadequare, then insti-
tuntons will have to increasingly
look 1o students for the necessary
mstitutional income. This would
amount to rebuilding the finan-
cial barriers that have consciously
and intentionally  been lowered
over the last two decades

This statement certainly iden-
rfies the main reason why a uni-
versity might seek 1o raise ruition
fees, and what the consequences
of such an action might be, bur 1t
fails to address the question of
whether or not such an action 1s
just,

As a corollary 1o the AATU state-
ment, if rthere 1s a continuing
pattern of tuttion fee increases in
the future, enrolment as a whole
will not decline, bur the socio-
economic profile of the studenis
will change.

Fortunately, for the students at
Dalhousie, the change in rthe
socio-economic profile over the
last few years has not been due to
tuition fees. The main faciors
have been an inadequate student
aid program, the rising cost of
living, and the informal practice
of streaming students according
to their socio-economic back-
grounds in our public schools.
For example, minimum wage has
gone down in real rerms, mean-
ing that a student makes the same
amount of money at a summer
job as s/he did almost ten years
ago, while the cost of living and
attending school has almost
doubled in rthe same period of
time. Add 10 this the fact that
almost 50 per cent of students list
personal income as their major
resource  in financing thei
education.

Stability in tuition fees (in real
terms) has assisted in maintain-
ing the socio-economic profile of
Dalhousie’s student body at pre-
Tunon Fee Agreement levels. A
loss of this stability will affect
accessibility, but the only way 10
prove this 1s 10 wail a tew years
until enough data can be col-
lected. By then 11 will be too late.
['o paraphrase a famous Water-
gate figure: “Once the toothpaste
is out of the tube, i1's very hard 10
put it back.”

A good example is that of Aca-
dia University in Wollville. This
their Board of Governors
announced a 145 per cen
increase in tuition for the aca-
demic vear 1989-90. The Finan-
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cial Aid office in Halifax has been
deluged with calls with requests
for transfers 1o other insritutions
as an immediate consequence.
One high ranking member of the
Department, asked 10
remain anonyvmous, called i1 a
“nightmare of paperwork.”
This argument is not new. The
Dalhousie Student Union has
held the opinion for years that
tuition fees do affect accessibility,
and 1t is a view rhat is held by

who

most other student organizations
across the couniry. For example,
when Queen’s released its “Blue-
print for Action,” the Ontario
Federation of Students soon afrer
released a discussion paper on the
subject. They objected quite
strenuously 1o the proposed
increases in tuition fees:

. many students are cone erned
that an above inflation increase
will inhibit accessibility 1o Onra-
rio's universiries.

Even at Dalhousie, the admin-
istration and rhe Board of Gover-
nors acknowledge the fact rthat
tuition fees do affect accessibility
1o post-secondary education by
strengthening the financial barri-
ers, since they have specifically
stated thar a scholarship/bursary
program should be implemented
1o provide support to those in
need. (Financial Strategy Com-
mittee Second Progress Report,
Recommendation 2d). This s,
however, only an implicit admis-
sion. They ask for proof; they ask
for facts.

I'he fact is thar people have
been doing studies on accessibil-
ity for vears, especially in the
United Stares, where the question
is a much more serious one, con-
sidering the absence ol even a
facade of lairmess and equity in
the area ol posi-secondary
education.

The facr
alfect access was investigated as
early as 1975, when a Stanford
Institute study stared
that for every $100 decreae in rui-
ron, enrolment would ncrease

thar nntion fees do

Rescarch

by more than one per cent among

students from tamilies earning
more than $12,000 per vear and by
more than seven per cent among
students from families earning
less than $6,000 per year. (OFS —
Who Access 1o Post-
Secondary Education, February
1977.)

An alternative would be to con-
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sider the past, particularly those
rnmes when rthe barriers to accees-
sibility were drastically lowered,
The most useful case would be
that of the veterans after World
War I, whose experiences are the
closest we have to a tuition-free,
debi-free post-secondary educa-
fion system:

['he classes then were full of
ordinary Joes, run of the mill guys
whose parents weren't well off. We
could never ina million years have
gone 1o university ordinarily! But
with tuirion and living expenses
paid, a lot of us rook advantage of
it and were the first i our Families
(H.]. MacNeil, P.Eng.,
WWII vereran, telephone imier-
view. June 9, 1988)

1o go,”

This is but one of many exam-
ples of this 1ype of experience.
With the [inancial barriers
removed, the H.J. MacNeils of
the 1ime became engineers, lawy-
ers, teachers and businessmen.
Thev were given the opportunity;
the desire 1o be educated was
already there.

The idea that this desire and
ability should be the main criteria
for accessibility was echoed as late
as last November by the AAU 1o
the MPHEC:

[We] believe thar a student’saca-
demic ability, combined with the
will 1o learn, should be the princi-
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Friday, September 15

Friday, September 29

Monday, September 11
Wednesday, September 13

Saturday, September 16
Tuesday, September 19
Thursday, September 21
Sunday, September 24
Monday, September 25
Wednesday, September 27

pal determinants in  universiry
admissions. We do not believe that
Maritimers would supporr a sys-
tem of higher education  that
excludes ralented minds for want
of imancial resources. (The Fund-
g of Maritime universities 1989-
90 and Beyond — November 1988

Brief 1o the MPHEC)

In May of 1976, the Government
of Canada acceded 1o the Interna-
nonal Covenant on Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights. Arti-
cle 13 of the Covenant deals with
the Right to Educarion. Within
the Arnicle, the state parties to the
Covenant agree that: “higher edu-
cation  shall be made equally
accessible 1o all, on the basis of
capacity, by every appropriate
means, and in particular by the
progressive introduction of free
Statre
(1985), International Covenant of
Social and Cultural
Rights: Report of Canada on Arti-

cles 13 to I5)

educanon.” (Secrertary ol

Econaomae,

Finally, in keeping with rhis
philosophy, Dalhousie itself has
expressed concern about accessi-
bility. The university has stared
in its Commentary on the Mis-
sion of Dalhousie University a
sincere desire to be progressive in
this area, committing themselves

10:

. the objectives of equity and
affirmative action in relation 10
educarional
opporiunities, increasing wher-
ever possible the participarion of
segments ol sociery thar are a
present underrepresented.

emplovment  and

This desire is also made
explicit to the community in the
Mission Statement itself, a docu-
ment that is meant for the public

KILLAM LIBRARY-TRUE OR FALSE?

Science Books and Journals are in the Macdonald Science Library - FALSE
They are now on the Second Floor of the Killam Library - TRUE

The Law Library is on the 4th and 5th floors of the Killam Library - FALSE
It is now in the rear of the Weldon Law Building - TRUE

Newspapers on Microfilm are on the Second Floor, Killam Library - FALSE
They are now in the Reading Room, Ground Floor - TRUE

COLLECTIONS IN THE KILLAM, MACDONALD AND LAW LIBRARIES HAVE MOVED - TRUE

WHY NOT TAKE A TOUR OF THE KILLAM LIBRARY
TO SEE WHAT WE DID ON YOUR SUMMER VAGATION!

TOURS ARE 1/2 HOUR AND START IN THE LOBBY
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11:45

12:45
9:45
10:45

Thursday September 7
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and the university communily

alike:

10. ro ensure the intellectual,
professional and personal devel-

opment of faculy? sraff and stu-
dents within a fair, progressive
and caring environment that stim-
ulates open-mindedness, adapta-
bility, crearivity and imaginative
thinking and 1s committed 1o
equity and atfirmative action.”

An Ironic Postscript

When Paul Martin Jr. spoke
in the council chambers in July,
he made a number of verv inter-
esting statements, not the least of
which was that the country's
deficit cannot be reconciled by
cutting our social programs.
Thev are a sacred public trust,
and they represent cases where the
ethical and social needs far oul-

lx't'ig_{h the economic need.

I'he situation ar Dalhousie is
analogous to that of rthe couniry
at large, and the Board of Gover-
nors 1s using the same sort of
rationalizanions that the federal
government 1s using. Dalhousie’s
debt must be reconciled somehow
and rthe only way to achieve this is
through curting programs and
faculty, and raising tuition fees.
They do not see the University as
a sacred public trust, and rhey say
that economic need outweighs
the erthical and social needs.

The cutting of social programs
results in the same thing as rais-
ing tuition fees: it placesa burden
squarely on the shoulders of the
lower socio-economic  groups,
and cuits off accessibility 10 our
society to those who can leas
afford ir.
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