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I swear I thought 
this all up myself
MACLEAN’S MAGAZINE OFFICIALLY SEEMS TO HAVE 
cornered the market on sensationalizing postsec-
ondary education issues: first it was the infamous 
University Rankings, now collectively shunned by 
over 25 of Canada’s major academic institutions; this 
week, they’ve got their hearts set on exposing the 
“national scandal” of University fraud.

And why shouldn’t they? After all, it sells them 
a boat-load of magazines—and what demographic 
spends more money than paranoid middle-aged sub-
urbanites preparing to send their kids off to school? 
It was apparently with this motivating factor in mind 
that Maclean’s tried their hand at some hard-hitting 
investigationalism, skewing statistics and fudging the 
facts in an attempt to uncover the shocking secret that 
Canadian postsecondary students cheat.

At this point, some Clinton-esque defence argu-
ments are required. Because it all depends on what 
you mean by “cheat.” And it also depends on how 
much people will admit to.

The article cites methods such as copying from 
others, helping others and using crib notes—each of 
these can be carried out to varying degrees of illegal-
ity, and are all quite distinct from each other as well. 
Does copying from others mean looking over your 
neighbour’s shoulder in a tightly packed lecture hall 
during a multiple-choice exam, or just collaborat-
ing on a particularly difficult lab assignment? Does 
helping another student mean doing his or her math 
assignment—possibly for a fee—or just giving some 
grammar pointers on their essay?

In each case, the former is a clear-cut case of cheat-
ing, whereas the latter is much more of a plagiaristic 
gray area. But do students really know what they’re 
admitting to when they respond to such question-
naires? Sure, over half of the Guelph students (the 
group on which the study is based, making it hardly 
representative of all Canadian students) surveyed admit 
to cheating, but are they all admitting to the same 
kind and severity of cheating? Doubtful. Clearly, it also 
depends on how you track and interpret such data. The 
Guelph study focused on “serious cheating on writ-
ten work”—this doesn’t account for multiple-choice 
exams, technical assignments or in-class essay-writing.

Despite all of the above-mentioned fact-skewery, the 
more egregious logical leap in the article occurs in its 
insistence throughout that when students cheat, their 
respective universities’ degrees are thereby rendered 
valueless. It equates cheating grads with faulty products 
that need to be recalled, implying that universities are 
mere factories producing unfeeling automatons for the 
awaiting global economy. But it’s precisely this trained-
not-educated mentality that leads to such ruthless, 
dog-eat-dog competition in the first place.

The universities are partly to blame for this: there are 
more expectations on students than ever before, and 
this trend will only continue as professors’ increas-
ingly high standards are grudgingly met year after year. 
Couple this with what Maclean’s describes as “token 
anti-plagiarism policies” and “ineffective ethics cam-
paigns” in place across Canada, and you’ve got yourself 
a breeding ground for bad apples.

For its part, our dear old U of A seems to have a 
pretty strict system in place—and still there are daring 
cheaters right here in our midst.  Perhaps, then, it’s 
simply the case that we’ve all been given the plagia-
rism spiel so many times that most students’ eyes just 
glaze over as soon as the syllabi are hauled out.

Of course, students are the ones who need to be held 
most accountable. Blame if you like on our internet-
based culture of ripping, burning and downloading 
everything in sight. Still others will undoubtedly insist 
there’s a more overarching trend towards selfishness 
and self-entitlement amongst “today’s kids.” But this 
is just the classic old saw about corrupted youth that’s 
been spouted off for millennia—fears that are inevita-
bly and perpetually proven to be unfounded.

I think it’s safe to conclude that Maclean’s latest 
round of fear-mongering will prove unfounded as 
well. To be sure, there are cheaters out there—thou-
sands, and with some of them getting caught, but not 
all. But to suggest that our culture is on an inevitable 
collision-course with corruption and decay is short-
sighted indeed—even for a publication that manages 
to invent a new crisis every week.

ADAM GAUMONT
Opinion Editor

LETTERS
Transit costs don’t add up

While the U-Pass seems like an 
excellent idea, the Students’ Union 
and/or ETS made one big screw up 
in their planning.

I’m a student living in Fort 
Saskatchewan, and I’m curious why 
the U-Pass includes St Albert and 
Sherwood Park, but not my city. We 
are indeed connected to Edmonton 
through ETS buses. However, we’re 
exempt from the U-Pass, so we will 
still have to pay the money from the 
Fort to Clareview and back.

The bus pass I pay for now is 
$120 per month, and it is good for 
use to and in Edmonton. It carries a 
discount ($6 to Edmonton plus $4 
on the train equals $20/day, $200/
month). The U-Pass, I assume, will 
be useful to me in Edmonton, so 
now it would be pointless to buy a 
pass that has Edmonton-wide use 
included in its fees. Unfortunately, 
though, since the U-Pass doesn’t 
cover my trip to Edmonton, I’ll have 
to end up paying $120/month (no 
pass, no discount ... $3 each way, 
$6/day, 20 days/month equals 
$120). It ends up being the same 
price as my pass would be anyway.

If I do get Edmonton-wide benefit 
from this mandatory U-Pass, yes, 
I’ll get unlimited public transport 
through Edmonton (so my LRT trip 
to the U will be covered), but I’ll still 
have to pay $120 per month just to 
get into Edmonton. Basically, I’m def-
initely not saving any money here. I’ll 
be paying my $120 per month, plus 
the mandatory U-Pass fee.

What’s the point? So my 
Sherwood Park friends (who are the 
same distance from the University as 
I am—actually, their journey to and 
from the school is longer) get to pay 
only $150 per year (they can get into 
Edmonton with the U-Pass) while 
I’m paying a grand total of $1110 
($960 to get into the city plus $150 
U-Pass) for those same eight months 
for the same service. Actually, the 
Sherwood Park students get far 
comfier buses, but that’s beside 
the point. This difference of $960 is 
absurd. It’s bad enough I have to pay 
inflated ETS prices now, but starting 
next year I’ll have another $150 of 
mandatory transit fees I can’t even 
really make use of, since it won’t pay 
to get me into the city. That’s just 
adding insult to injury.

I thought the Students’ Union 
aimed at reducing student debt. 
Apparently they’re doing the oppo-
site. Starting [in] September I’ll be 
required to pay an extra $150 per 
year for public transportation [if the 
U-Pass referendum passes – eds]. Is 
this what I’m paying the (of course, 
mandatory) $65 “membership” and 
“dedicated” fees for each term, so 
that the SU can think up new and 
better ways for me to get in debt? 
Thanks, guys.

Don’t get me wrong, I think the 
U-Pass is a fabulous idea, I just 
don’t appreciate being discriminated 
against so much so that I have to 
actually pay extra money for a ser-
vice I don’t get benefit from. If Fort 
Saskatchewan could be added to 
the list of those places eligible for 
the U-Pass, I’d be extremely happy, 
and more importantly, saving $960 
a year.

MIRANDA SAYER
Arts I

Ban Ki-moon would not 
be amused

I recently saw a poster in the Tory 
Atrium proclaiming “Education is 
a right, not a privilege! Down with 
tuition!” I have to say that I am com-
pletely appalled by this statement. 
The “right” to a postsecondary edu-
cation does not exist, not even in 
the UN’s Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights. Article 26(1) of this 
declaration states that, “Everyone 
has the right to education. Education 
shall be free, at least in the elemen-
tary and fundamental stages. 
Elementary education shall be com-
pulsory. Technical and professional 
education shall be made generally 
available and higher education shall 
be equally accessible to all on the 
basis of merit.” 

We are not entitled to a univer-
sity education nor should it be pro-
vided for free. I will gladly hand over 
my tuition money every semester 
as it gives me the means to create 
a better life for myself, my family 
and our society. I agree that there 
is a basic human right to primary 
education as it gives us the ability 
to communicate, understand and 
participate in our society, but those 
who believe that we have the right to 
a postsecondary education should 
try and explain this to those in the 
underdeveloped countries where 
even primary education is still often 
only for males and the rich. 

I would much rather see the 
Alberta government give greater 
funding to inner-city elementary 
schools and families than give it to 
me to make the BComm degree 
I have worked very hard for just 
slightly cheaper. Our generational 

sense of entitlement has gone too 
far to expect a free postsecondary 
education while others, even in our 
own city, suffer much worse.

KRYSTAL BACHA
Commerce III

What about a ‘Quad’ 
chair lift? Eh? Eh??? 

What would I do with $1 726 000? 
I think I would use it a lot wiser. I 
think that the SU should build a giant 
gondola around the University. It 
would speed up everyone’s day and 
make everything easier. If we bought 
this amazing contraption and then 
charged people a $30 miscellaneous 
fee it would be paid for in two years. 
Think about it. A gondola paid for in 
two years. Then we could charge a 
maintenance fee and it would be 
perfect.

HOWARD SENGELS
Arts I

Deal with drug problem 
differently

Trevor Larson makes a lot of sense 
(re: “Weeding out the competition,” 
6 February). Serving the marijuana 
needs of Canadians is too profitable 
to prohibit. And since prohibition 
causes violence and the worst thing 
marijuana can cause is a good night’s 
sleep, it’s time to call marijuana pro-
hibition what it is: a failure. 

In my experience at buying mari-
juana over the last 30 years I have 
found that the average retail mari-
juana purveyor has about 30 regu-
lar customers. It is estimated that 

Canada has about 3 million mari-
juana smokers, or one tenth of the 
population. When one calculates 30 
users per dealer into 3 million users, 
you get a total of one hundred thou-
sand marijuana retailers in Canada. 
Assuming a ratio of one wholesaler 
per ten retailers, we also have ten 
thousand marijuana wholesalers. 
So, we are up to 110 000 marijuana 
dealers already.

Whenever you read fantastic 
police accounts of big busts you 
need to keep in mind that putting 
any retailer out of business only 
temporarily inconveniences 30 
people and a new supplier is as 
easy to find as an alternate liquor 
store—there is another wholesaler 
a block away.

Legalize it and tax the distributors 
and users. I would feel better if my 
purchase went towards education 
and social programs than lavish life-
styles for drug dealers and job secu-
rity for police court and jail staff. 

CHUCK BEYER
Via e-mail

Letters to the editor should be 
dropped off at room 3-04 of the 
Students’ Union Building, or e-mailed 
to letters@gateway.ualberta.ca.

The Gateway reserves the right 
to edit letters for length and clar-
ity, and to refuse publication of any 
letter it deems racist, sexist, libellous 
or otherwise hateful in nature. The 
Gateway also reserves the right to 
publish letters online .

Letters to the editor should be no 
longer than 350 words, and should 
include the author’s name, program, 
year of study and student identifi-
cation number to be considered for 
publication.
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