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The 25 November elections  for the leadership of the  provincal Progressive Conservative party is quickly 
approaching, and some are calling for Albertans to purchase memberships to the party.

How do you feel about having to purchase a membership to vote in the race?

STREETERS

Compiled and photographed by Scott Lilwall and Mike Otto

Imran Thaver 
Science V

Taylor Merritt  
Engineering I

Katherine 
Mazurok  
Poli Sci IV

I think it’s pretty preposterous, just to 
be buying membership to vote. I mean, 
if you’re actually a member of that party 
and you actually have a an affiliation with 
them, then I think its advantageous for 
them to participate in the vote. But if not, 
then I don’t really see the point of buying 
a membership to vote.

It’s a good thing. Anyone can join and go 
to the meetings.

I guess as long as you know the conse-
quences of it, you can decide whether 
you buy in or not. 

It’s the Conservative Party’s right to say, 
“If you want to vote for our leader, you 
need a membership.” But I object to the 
fact that it’s being public advertised as, “If 
you want a say in who is going to be the 
next premier of the province, you need 
to have a membership in the Progressive 
Conservative party to vote, because that 
will be the only way to have a say.” 

Michael Gaultois  
Chemistry III

Associate Registrar and Director of 
Records Ada Smude explained that the 
pilot project was developed in response 
to an increased demand to hold consol-
idated examinations and that an initial 
proposal was presented to have three 
exam periods—with an additional one 
running in the evening. However, as 
that was seen as too much of a burden 
on students, an alternative proposal to 
avoid scheduling conflicts lead to the 
arranging of final consolidated exams 
on 8 December, 2006, as well on 16 
April, 2007 for the winter semester. 

“The registrar was put in a position 
where it had to pick between two evils, 
essentially, and they picked the one that 
would be less detrimental,” Students’ 
Union Vice-President (Academic) 
Amanda Henry explained, adding that 
she generally supports pilot projects, 
which are continually being run on 
campus. 

“[Pilot projects] get to test to see if 
something works without any sort of 
significant consequences,” Henry said, 
but noted that the political process of 
setting exams dates outside of the pre-
existing exam schedule hadn’t been 
fully explained to her. 

“I haven’t received a satisfactory 
answer from the University with 
regards to how this pilot project  
interacts with the Calendar,” she said. 

Kirkham further said the motion 
he submitted in August to reinstate 
the dates of all final exams as per 
the University timetable was unwel-
comed by the Director of GFC Services, 
University Secretariat, Garry Bodnar.

“Bodnar actually refused to have the 
GFC Executive Committee hear my 
motion. Instead what he did is he uni-
laterally referred it to a sub-sub-com-
mittee of GFC called the Subcommittee 
on Standards,” Kirkham said. 

But according to Bodnar, the  
U of A has a long history of engaging 
in pilot projects that do contravene 
existing administrative and academic 
policies. He also stressed the University 
Administration works hard to ensure 

that anything that does go into the 
Calendar is accurate at the time of pub-
lication. 

“While there was no formal motion 
that endorsed the pilot project, there 
was general agreement within the 
[GFC] executive committee that the 
registrar’s office should move forward 
with the implementation of the pilot 
project,” he said. 

Smude and Bodnar also both noted 
every attempt was made to make it clear 
to students that these exams would be 
held on days outside of the Calendar’s 
final examination period. 

“It was recognized that when the 
pilot project went from GFC in the 
spring that the Calendar publication 
deadline had already been passed. So 
immediately after that meeting the 
examinations website was updated 
to indicate that there would be a pilot 
project in 2006/07,” Smude said, also 
stressing that when classes began in 
the fall announcements were made to 
inform students they were partaking in 
a pilot project. 

But for Kirkham, informing students 
who would be affect by the pilot proj-
ect is secondary to the fact that these 
students were never initially consulted.

“Even though instructors agreed to 
this [and] faculties agreed to this —stu-
dents in these courses were never asked 
whether they wanted to participate 

in this pilot project,” Kirkham con-
tinued, pointing out that almost all 
students are done registering by May 
and this change didn’t come out until 
last June. 

“If the University Secretariat Garry 
Bodnar arbitrarily states this is going 
to be a pilot project [and] so it doesn’t 
have to adhere to any university policy, 
that’s very dangerous ground to tread 
on,” Kirkham said.  

And according to SU Ombudsperson 
Chris Samuel, it’s rare for situations to 
arise that go against the Calendar’s 
regulations and as such he’s unsure 
what sort of recourse students have. 

“I mean, there’s not a section of 
the Calendar that says if the rules are 
going to be broken this is how you’re 
going to break them,” he said, adding 
that if students feel disadvantaged by 
having to write a consolidated exam 
they would have to submit an appeal 
after grades have posted as in any 
other course.  

But Smude and Bodnar also noted 
that the University does on occasion 
have to bend away from what’s out-
lined in the Calendar. 

“There is a little statement in the 
front of the Calendar that just outlines 
[that] every effort is made to ensure 
that it’s accurate but if we do have to 
make changes it happens sometimes,” 
Smude said. 
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Rules aren’t meant to be broken: Kirkham
Student representatives remain uncertain how far university policies can be bended for pilot projects.

“I haven’t received a 
satisfactory answer 
from the University 
with regards to how 
this pilot project 
interacts with the 
Calendar.”

AMANDA HENRY, 
STUDENTS’ UNION  

VP (ACADEMIC)
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