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the computer wins again
Christmas examinatiens are lorgeiy aver

for another year, but mony University of
Alberta students will find them difficuit ta
forget.-difficult te forget because af the
efficient bunglings of o computer which
orgonizes their examinatien schedules.

Mony students will trudge bock te cioss-
rooms during the next week te pick up
examination papers which represent nothing
ather thon wosted tîme. No one profits
when students are ferced te write os many
as three examînatiens in a single day.

The professer who spends heurs and heurs
markîng exomînation papers is certainly net
gaing ta prafit much when he reads popers
written by bleory-eyed students whe were
simply tee tired ta produce a goed effort-
tee tired partly because they were asked te
study for three rigareus examinotiens
scheduled for o single day, and partly be-
couse ne student con passible be fresh fer
the third set of examinotien beoklets he hos
had ta face in six heurs.

The examinotien schedule in use this year
was efficient because more thon 35,000
examintien papers were written in slightly
more thon one week. But an electric choir
is efficient tee.

lnsteod of bragging about the large num-
ber cf examinations sclieduled fer such a

short period of time, administration efficials
should begin investigating woys in which this
ludicrous situation con be improved.

After aIl, the purpese ef having midtermn
examinatiens is net te flunk o certain per-
centoge cf students; but rather ta give the
university's custamers on eppertunity te find
au how they are doing in their courses and
te tell professors liew much their "customers"
are getting out of lectures.

Perhops the present midfermn examinatians
ceuld be spread aver twe weeks, se thot stu-
dents miglit have a better chance te beat
the computer. At present, the week befere
midterms is regarded by mainy prafessars as
on eppartunity ta concel their classes. Thus
the week is wasted by ail these who cheose
net ta study. And we suspect the list cf
persans wha fit inta this cotegory is larger
thon mony weuld care ta admit.

Why net begin examinations January 3,
and held them during the firsf twe weeks of
the New Year. If this were done, "last-
night crammers" and sfeady warkers weuld
ail be accommedated; and nobedy wculd
have te face the spectre of three appoint-
ments wifh destiny in a single day.

The only ether available alternative is
prabably impassible: buid a smoli toucli of
mercy into the stainless steel seul cf a
certain university computer.

nb ~
The Goteway welcomes letters on topics af student lnterest. Correspondent$ are

asked ta be brief, otherwise their ltter will be subîect ta, abridgement. And cor-
respondents, in replying to ane another, should keep to the issues undar discussion and
abstain f ront personal ottacks. Alil letters ta the editor nmust bear the nome af the
writer. No pseudonyms will b. published.

mony churches go modern to get the people bock

communication crisis (part one)
by don sellar

This thin, faur-page newspaper is a symbol
cf a university which is further behind than
mosf cf ifs administratars weuld care te
admit in providing essential services te the
academic ccmmunity.

Campus planning officiais readily admit
they are tliree years behind in fulfilling the
rapidly growing needs cf an academic ccm-
munity which lias now swollen te mare thon
12,000 students, faculty members and od-
ministratars. With the instituticn's un-
predicted growth has also came comparf-
mentalization and specializatien, bath cf
which are creating frightening problems of
impersanalizofion.

The computer ose, in ail its startling
glory, lias arrived at the University cf
Alberta.

But bock te my symbal. The Gotewoy,

letter,
To The Editor:

Your issue cf December 15, 1965, carried
a news item under the headline "DIE cen-
sures Provost Ryan" dealing with the view cf
the Discipline, Interpretation and Enferce-
ment Board that ail students are subject te
ifs jurisdlictien.

Since this colis into question the campe-
tence 'of an efficer cf the university witli
long standing experience in student affairs,
and since the provest is unquesticnabiy cor-
rect in lis îudgment cf the case under dis-
cussion, i thouglit i shouid attempt ta set the
motter straiglit for the reccrd.

The choin of responsibiity for discipline
in residence halls cn this campus is iengthy
but cleor. If eriginates in the University Act
which pravides (Section 25 (1)(p») that the
Board cf Gavernars shel "make sucli regula-
ticns as ta the Board seem fit for the man-
agement, gcvernment, and contrcl cf the
residences and dining halls-.-" The Act
(Section 34 (1 )(h») impewers the Senote te
"make provision for enabiing the students
cf the University.... te appoint o repre-
sentative committee of themselves ta be
chosen in sucli a monner os shahl be apprcv-
ed by the Senate" and il "te give fa the
ccmmitfee referred te in clause (h) such paw-
ers cf government with respect to the con-
duct cf the students it represents as te the
Senote seem fit". It shouid be noted here
thot this representative cammitte-the Stu-
dents' Ccunci-was neyer given authority ta
exercise contrcl aver the residences or the
conduct cf students in residences). Finally,
the Act gives ta the Deans' CounciliSection
65 (d)» power "ta exercise disciplinary juris-

diction . . . . with respect te the students in
attendonce at the University, ar te delegate
its disciplinary authority in any particular
case or by any generai regulation tea ny
council, persan, or body cf persans". Sa
mucli for the legisiotion on student discipline.

Down through the years, the Board ai
Goyernors bas taken a nuniber of steps
ta provida for the exercisa of disciplin.
ary powers in the residences. The. ilrst
step, token in 1912, was to set up a
bouse committee undar the chairmon-
ship ai the president of the university
and ta delegate ta this committee the
board's disclplinary jurisdiction with
respect ta students in residence. This
committae was aven given the right ta
hear appeals by students on disciplinary
action taken by the students' union
"should the intereats ai the. residence
b. involved or appeor ta b. involved".
In 1914 the office ai the provost was
created "ta exorcise generol supervision
over the conduct and welfr of the. stu-
dents, especioiiy witli regard te the stu-
dents in residence". At the some tinte
the. pravost wos mode chairman oi the.
house comnitte., replacing the proui-
dent.
Since thase eariy dcys the powers and re-

spensibilities cf the prevost have been main-
tained and ot the present fime lie is flic
secretary of the Deans' Council, cliairmon cf
the Cammittee an Student Affoirs, and of the
Generai Residence Ccmmittee. He is the
chef executive off icer cf flic university wltli
respect ta aIl student affairs by virtue cf the
pawers assigned ta lis office by flic Board cf
Governors and by virtue cf lis position on fhe

Deans' Council and as chairman of the two
cemmittees ment ioned oliove.

Information on ail these matters lias been
pubiislied onnuoîiy in the University Colen-
dar see pp. 33 and 34 cf the 1965-66 cal-
endar) and in flie residence handbaok.

Te came down fa the present issue, the
prcvcst acted quite prcperiy and within lis
outhority wlien lie pointed out flot the
Ilelected officiai cf the Lister Hall residence
gavernment" wos nef subject te the autliority
cf the DIE Board and sliouid nef answer ifs
requesf ta appear before it on a charge anis-
ing eut of the performance cf lis duties in
Lister Hall Residence. Since the DIE Board
chlaienged this outliority, the motter was re-
ferred te tlie Deans' Cauncil of ifs meeting
cf December 15, 1965, with the resuif thot
the cauncil approved the foliowing resclu-
tion: -"thot this Council approve the action

of the. Provost with respect ta the. juris-
diction ai the. Nous. Committee in con-
nectian with discipline ini the residences,
and further that this Council confirni
the principle that discipline in the rosi-
dences i. o motter for the House Cons-
mittee, and that the. Haute Committee
is rosponsible ta the Dean.' Council and
they ore not under the jurisdiction af
the Discipline, Interpretotion, and En-
forcement Board ai the Students' Un-
ion".
I think if important fliat this wliole motter

be given pubiicity in your paper, since if Is
a subject cf seriaus interest and concern ta
aIl members of the university communify.

Walter H. Johns,
President.

like many orther arganizafians and clubs on
this campus, has foiled te keep pace with
the university's expansion. It has failed ta
fhink ahead ta the day in the net-tac-distant
future when this campus will require a
specialized daily newspaper.

The indicatars of on expansion need have
been oreund for severol years. There has
been heavy criticism, for exomple, cf the
Edmonton Journal for its "failure" te carry
mare university news. The Gatewoy toc lias
been togged wifh the same seoty nome,
except aur critics have aIse charged a lack
of editorial respansibility.

Our critics sliould re-examine the charges
they are levelling, because a closer look at
aur campus's communication system would
reveol a number cf interesting and per-
tinent facts:

1. The Edmonton Journal carnies more
column inches cf university news and sport
thon dees the university's cwn student news-
paper.

2. The Gatewoy is the only university
publication which is distribufed te ail mem-
bers of the acodemic cammunity, even
though it was crîginally intended ta be a
student-financed, sfudent-prcduced prcject
(and still is).

3. Even thcugh The Gateway is publish-
ing mare pages this year thon ever before,
t is still tac small an aperetion ta carry

an the kind cf dialogue whicli the editors
wauld like ta encourage and which its letter
writers seems willing te canfribufe ta.

4. McGill University, which is raughly
the same size as cur own, lias had a doily
newspaper for years; and while thot news-
poper is publishîng in Conada's largest city,
there is nc reasan ta believe matters cf
academic interest around Edmonton could
not supeprt a daily Gateway.

5. The Gateway staff, thougli tac small
af present te produce a daily newspaper, is
a graup cf yeung jcurnalîsts who are eager
ta further any expansion plans, even thougli
there is little, if ony finoncial inducement
for them te do se.

6. Future expansion plans for The Gate-
way moy be curtailed for oi simple, but
frustratîng reason: the new print shop build-
ing, will be ready for occupancy in
August cf this year, but THERE IS NO
GUARANTEE THE PRINT SHOP WILL
HAVE ANY 0F THE NEW EQUIPMENT
THIS NEWSPAPER REQUIRES NEXT FALL.
The reason? A tiglit university budget
which cannat be streched by $200,000 at a
time when the university is quietly absorb-
ing building costs which have sky-rocketed
beyond aIl expectations.

(The writer will further discuss this
problem in onother column loter this week)


