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Editorialized fact

The referendum wording benefits
Students' Council, not students

The referendum, which is
taking place today, for a
students' union fee increase for
next year is largely a lie and is
flot in the best interests of the
students.

The ballot, which appears
opposite, does flot make
provision for several alternatives
and"mis-informs the students on
several points.

It does flot give the students
the option of refusing a fee
increase as well as forcing
students' council Io re-arrange
the i r priorities within the
prese nt budget limitations.
There is no mention of the
Secretariat proposai which
would cost the students' union
$ 17,000. If the Secretariat
proposai is rescinded, the saving
would allow- for an operating
budget for CKSR, Art Gallery
and Photo Directorate.

There is only mention, in the
referendum ballot, of CKSR-FM.
There is no mention of simply a
decent hudget for the radio
station ta operate at its present
level.

CKSR was given, in the
prelîminary budget, $2,200. This
s flot enough to operate. The

station needs about $5,000 more
to continue, If they are not
aliowed to continue operation at
their current level, there is little
chance they will ever get an FM
lisence.

Three years ago, a referendumn
was held for a SU fee increase.
Students voted to pay an
additional $3 specifically for
SUB expansion. It was made
clear, during that referendum,
that part of this money was to
go to CKSR for FM. This money
is now being spent (loaned over
a number of years) for a Day
Care Centre and for the Housing
pro Iect.

The part of the referendum
on CKSR-FM is a repeat of the
referendum heid three years ago.

Assuming that the SU will not
<or cannot because of

committments ta HUB) allow
the SUB expansion money ta go
ta CKSR, the $5 fee increase for
the FM lisence is flot necessary.

The $5 is onîy necessary for
capital expense for the first year
of such an operation. The capital
expense will diminish in
succeeding years. As well, much
of the initial expense couid be
paid back through the rentai of
the FM facilities.

The Art Gallery last year
op erated on a net deficit of
$16,000. Their budget proposai
for the next year included a
higher deficit, probably close ta
the $20,000 mentioned an the
referendum ballot.

However, $20,000 is probably
not necessary ta operate the Art
Gallery.The Art Gallery people
have indicated they could have
suggested cuts to this figure if
they had been aware of the
present SU budget problems.
However, the people (the
outgoing and incoming SU
executives) who drew up the
budget didn't consult any of the
people involved in organizations
affected by the budget cuts,

They didn't expiain the
situation ta any of us even
though some of us had asked ta
be able ta explain aur praposed
expenditures ta them whiîe they
were drawing up the budget.

We wander why no mention
of Photo Directarate is on the
referendum. Photo has been
re-organized by students' caunci I
(again withaut consultation with
anyone who knew anything
about it) to such an extent to
make it impossible for the
organizatian ta operate.

We wonder what the
'fiexibility ta initiate new

programs", which appears on the
referendum along with a $2
increase, means. They have neyer
explained, to any of us, what
these "new programs" wauld be.

The students' council is teiiing
us that, if we want ta maintain
existing services, we will have ta
vate for a fee increase.

We maintain that the only act
necessary to continue existing
services at a decent level is to
repeal the proposai for a
secretariat. The Secretariat is a
new, rather nebulous, idea - the
services which have been cul
have been involving and
providing services ta substantial
numbers of students for many
years. The Secretariat is a pet
project of the SU executive.

The students' council says the
Secretariat would help
co-ordinate SU lobbying efforts
on such things as tenure and
class size and that this would
provide needed service ta the
students. We maintain it is more
important ta actively involve
students in SU projects and that
the SU executive is paid ta
perform the functions they
envision for the Secretariat.

We realize the SU is
experiencing some financial
problems and that a small fee
increase may be beneficial. A fee
increase would probably be
necessary for CKSR-FM because
of our committments to HUB.

However, the wording of the
referendumn is blackmnail. We
want the students' union ta,
re-arrange their priorities. We
want them ta cut down on
bureaucratic expense and
mnaintain services which directiy
invoive students.

The students' union executive
has worded this referendum in
such a way that, regardless of
the outcome, they will not be
mandated to re-arrange
priorities.

Given the above, we propose
that students write-mn a number
6 on the ballot stating that: 1
wish ta maintain the existing
services at last year's operational
level and ta cut out the
Secretariat proposaI and other
bureaucratic expense. (1 realize
this means no increase in fees).

The onlY other reasonable
alternative is ta spoil a ballot
which is obviously absurd and
smeiis of rairoad tracks.

THIS IS A PREFERENTIAL BALLOT

1. i want a CKSR "FM" radio station wlth
a) an initial capital cost of $72,000
b) aperatlng cost of $16,000 plus Per 'ear.

(I realize this means a fee increase of $5.00)

2. 1 want an Art Gallery et an operatlng cost of

$20,000 per year.

(I realize this means a fee increase of $2.00)

N.B. This does not concern the Music Listen-
ing Room which was not cut from the
budget and will remain in any event.

3. i want bath CKSR/FM and an Art Gallery.

(I realize this means a fee increase of $7.00>)

4. 1 want the Students' Union ta have the flexibil-
lty te initiate new programmeT)s.

0I real-ize this means a fee increase af $2.00)

5. 1 wish ta maintain the status quo and the

proposed budget cuts.

(I realize this means no increase In fees)

This is the ballot for today's referendum. They
should have included:

6# / wish to maintain the existing services at Iast year's
operational level and ta cut out the Secretariat proposai
and other bureaucra tic expense. (1 rea/ize thiS means no
increase in fees).

Contrary to popular belief

The general meeting
did have a quorum

Members of the U of A
students' union were screwed
yesterday.

Mare than 1,600 students
attended the General Meeting
yesterday ta discuss the
students' union preiiminary
budget which was passed by the
previaus students' council and
ratified Manday by the new
council. This budget virtually
closes SUB Art Gallery, Student
Radia, and Photo Directorate.

A quorum of students at this
meeting could have rescinded
any motion passed in council

including the preiiminary
budget) and could have
recommended alternatives to
cauncil. A quorum for such a
meeting is 10 per cent af the full
members af the students' union.

Our eiected students' council
representatives told those
students in attendance at the
meeting that they had flot
reached quorum. However, they
were probably either mistaken
or iying.

A quorum is flot 1,800
students as they informed us. A
quorum is considerably less. The
Gateway had aiso misinfarmed
the students that the magic
number was 1,800 - 10 per cent
of 18,000.

However there are not 18,000
full members of the students'
union. Many have only associate
membership and are ineligibie ta
vote. As well,' the dropout rate
from the university has probably
considerably diminished the
number of full members.

We have been unable to
discover the exact number of

full members, however, we can
roughiy calculate it.

The students' union reoeived
appraximateiy $514,000 in
student fees. Membership fees
for a full member are about $31
(excluding UAB fees>. This
membership fee divided inte the
to0tal1 revenue equals
approximateiy 16,500 people.
However, many students (we
don't know exactly how many)
do not pay the full fee.
Therefore, there are less than
16,500 full members cf the
students' union.

Therefore, quorum was
probabiy reached at yesterday's
meeting. The students in
attendance at the meeting couid
have, by a two-thirds majority,
rescinded the preliminary
budget. They cauld aiso have, by
a simple majority, made
recommendations ta students'
cauncil.

The students councillors, and
the SU executive, if they had
been trying ta represent
students, would have determined
the exact number necessary for
quarum and wauid have toid the
students in attendance that
quorum had in fact been reached
and motions could have been
passed. The Gateway is aise
negligent in not investigating and
reporting ta the students the
number necessary.

This was the oniy general
meeting in reoent history to have
achieved a quorum and it
demonstrats that students are
conoerned about SU budget
priorities.

Even though t hey said
quorum had not been reached at
yesterday's general meeting,
students' council opened the
floor ta discussion.

It was obvious, throughout
the meeting, that students in
attendance wanted ta retain
CKSR, Art Gallery, and Photo
Directorate and wanted the
Secretariat proposai rescinded.

CKSR. director, Dick
McLeish, and students' council
arts rep, Mark Priegert, received
overwhelming support when
they asked the students ta
choose these services over the
Secretariat. McLeish asked for a
straw vote and probably received
over 90 per cent support for the
services, as opposed ta the
Secretariat, from the meeting.

At the beginning of the
meeting SU president, Gerry
Riskin, was asked the total
amount cf the SU executive

salaries. He replied that a year's
total was about $16,000. "lsn't
that enough to finance the Art
Gallery?" the questioner repiied.

The SU executive repeatediy
stressed that the Secretariat
proposai was for Academic
affairs - for thîngs like Iobbying
with the administration on issues
of interest ta students. In repîy,
it was pointed eut that the issue
at stake was nat a chaice
between Academic affairs and
other services but between
existing services and increased
bureaucratic costs.

Members of the audience
argued that it was not in the
students' i nte rest to hire
professionaîs to do their
lobbying for them but that it
wes the responsibiiity cf the
stu dents' union te provide
means of invoiving students in
these issues as weil as in
service-oriented organizations.

Riskin explained that the
Secretariat proposai wouid
benefit students in the area cf
1lob b yi ng w i th th e
administration, in providing
co-ordination of the student reps
on General Faculties Council,
and in providing continuity
between SU executives from
year ta year.

Members of the audience
repiied that they did nat want
professionais hired to do the
lobbying at the expense of
services. Many thought it was
reaily the job of the students'
union executive.

Two student reps on GFC
told those in attendance that
they didn't want to be
co-ordinated by the students'
union. It was pointed out that
ail the student positions on GFC
had net vet been f iled and
"why co-erdinate something
that isn't even there?"

Take the sand

away.

1~- Sid Stephen

Students at the general meeting
wanted services not secretariat


