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EMPLOYMENT
OPPORTUNITY

Help make Bear Tracks better!

Administrative Information Systems (AIS) is 
hiring two students to work part-time starting 
April 1 for eight months at 12 hours/week.

As business analysts, these students will play 
a key role in improving Bear Tracks, write 
communications content, and conduct 
feedback sessions with staff and students.

Salary: $15.86/hour

Experience using Bear Tracks and Bear Scat, 
strong written and oral communication skills, 
and excellent research skills with an attention 
to detail are required.

Apply by sending a cover letter, resume, and 
two things you would improve in Bear Tracks 
and why to beartracks@ais.ualberta.ca

Application Deadline: �ursday, March 13

More information and job posting available at:
www.ualberta.ca/AIS/beartracks/

ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION SYSTEMS
3-242 Enterprise Square

780.492.8188
www.ais.ualberta.ca

A brand new version of Bear Tracks–the 
university’s online student services–is under 
development and the university wants your 
help making it easy to use.

Several students are needed to participate in 
quality assurance sessions being held from 
March through October.  Students will provide 
critical feedback that will directly affect the 
design and usability of Bear Tracks.

Sessions will be held downtown at Enterprise 
Square.  Participants will be paid $10.25/hour.

Send your ID number and email address to:
beartracks@ais.ualberta.ca

ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION SYSTEMS
3-242 Enterprise Square

780.492.8188
www.ais.ualberta.ca

STUDENTS
WANTED

JOnn 
Kmech

E merging from a downtown 
LRT station last week, I became 
witness to an unfortunate sight: 

a student with a cardboard sign, asking 
for money so that he could continue 
studying. Whether or not he was telling 
the truth, I don’t know, but it did remind 
me of the hardships some students face 
in the name of higher learning. Thanks 
to the budget announcement last week, 
this is a struggle that will in no way be 
improved.

And though I have a renewable schol-
arship from the Canada Millennium 
Scholarship Foundation and also 
knows several employees there, this 
isn’t why I oppose these changes. My 
main problem with the federal budget 
stems from the lack of any immediate 
additional funding being put into the 
system and the government ignorance 
of the student loan interest rate.

The new Canada Student Grants 
Program, the $350-million post-
secondary initiative unveiled by the 
Conservative government as a replace-
ment to the reaper-fearing Millennium 
Foundation, is a pedestrian attempt by 
the Tories to appear like they have an 
interest in aiding students financially. 
Granted, it’s far better than the worst-
case scenario, which was no plan, but 
it shows that they give as much of a 
shit about reducing student debt loads 
as the Liberals gave ten years ago.

Except shit apparently doesn’t adjust 

for inflation and market forces. When 
you consider that the cost of hous-
ing, tuition, and textbooks have all 
increased over the last ten years, this 
new program is depressingly regres-
sive. Tuition has gone up from, on 
average, $3064 in 1998 to $4524 this 
year, according to Stats Canada. The 
new income-based grants give low-
income students a maximum of $2000 
per year—which works out to $250 
for each month school’s in session—
compared to maximum $4500 for the  
current Millennium bursaries. 

When that covers less than half your 
tuition, it doesn’t come close to putting 
a dent in the expenditures of the stu-
dents who fight to pay their bills. 

As finance minister Jim Flaherty 
has stated, the program will reach  
100 000 more students, but giving 
more students less money is an inef-
fective way to fight student debt; 
they’re still offering the same amount 
of money per year, despite increased 
costs. Instead of waiting three years to 
increase the fund, why didn’t the gov-
ernment just put in the $430 million 
now? According to StatsCan’s 2005/06 
enrollment numbers, there are more 

than 200 000 additional students in 
postsecondary education than there 
were in 1998 that will be competing for 
these. With more students and greater 
costs, more money has to go into the 
system to address the problem.

The other disconcerting aspect of the 
Grants Program announcement was 
the lack of action (or even comment) 
on the student loan interest rate, one of 
the most significant factors putting stu-
dents with loans in the red right now. 

Student lobby groups have been 
pushing this for months, causing 
nary a twinkle in Flaherty’s eye come 
judgement day. Likewise, the absence 
of any additional merit scholarships 
is disheartening. Despite all the talk 
about how apathetic students are these 
days, incentives like merit scholarships 
that encourage increased involvement 
are the first ones to get axed. Adding 
graduate scholarships doesn’t make 
sense when you’re removing funding 
from the very people who could even-
tually benefitted from that money.

I just can’t believe that after a year-
long student aid review, this was the 
best plan they could muster, regard-
less of their decision to close the 
Foundation. 

What’s also worrisome is that, as 
far as I’m aware, never in this SU elec-
tion did either VP (External) candidate 
address the PSE policies of the federal 
budget, despite the fact that it happened 
front-and-centre on the campaign trail. 
Oh well, we can always have large-scale 
tuition protest afterwards, united in 
wielding our cardboard signs, hoping 
that the government or the University 
will bail us out eventually.

On second thought, maybe we 
should try our luck outside the LRT 
station.

A Millennium without funding
The Conservatives’ latest scholarship plan is leaving students out in the cold

Despite all the talk 
about how apathetic 
students are these 
days, incentives like 
merit scholarships that 
encourage increased 
involvement are the 
first ones to get axed.

JaKe 
prins

A t the rate things are going, 
pretty soon even commercials 
are going to have those viewer 

discretion warnings shown before 
them. But it seems to me that having 
most TV programs give a warning after 
every set of commercials takes up a 
lot of time. I’d estimate that I’ve spent 
roughly 75 per cent of my life being 
warned that the following program 
contains scenes which may not be suit-
able for younger viewers—which is 
even more incredible when you con-
sider that I’ve only spent 30 per cent of 
my life watching TV. 

75 per cent sounds pretty high, 
but I’m sure it’s accurate. I know this 
because I’ve spent 74 per cent of my life 
trying to memorize inane facts about 
myself (I’m quite the multi-tasker). I’m 
also fairly sure of my numbers because 
I can type the phrase “The following 
program may contain scenes not suit-
able for younger viewers” straight from 
memory. This is pretty ridiculous, and 
I think that, with a little effort, we can 
significantly cut down the amount of 
time we spend being warned.

If televisions were set up so that the 
warning is only given the first time you 
turn to a channel, then we could save 

on a significant amount of time. This 
would be especially helpful if you were 
just going to stick with one channel for 
an hour or two at a time—though I 
don’t think the channel flippers would 
be too impressed with this idea, as 
they’d flick through 72 channels and 
find that nothing’s on but advice to use 
discretion.

Perhaps it would be simpler to 
just make it mandatory for all TVs to 
have the phrase “Viewer discretion is 
strongly advised” visible somewhere 
on the front of the TV. This would 
also solve the inevitable problem of 
TV movies being interrupted every 
fifteen minutes by a warning, just in 
case you’d forgotten whether or not it 
was suitable for younger viewers.

My next idea involves the classic 
party game Headbanz. To start, every-
one puts on these ridiculous red plastic 
headbands, then you put a card into the 
headband’s slot. The card usually says 
something silly, and then you have to try 
to guess what you are by asking ques-
tions. Or maybe you get hints. It might 
actually be 20 Questions with funny 
headbands, come to think of it—I don’t 
remember. However, I do know that I 
especially like playing this game with 
my extended family because then we 
get to perform a silent ritual where we 
go through the game beforehand and 
remove all the cards that say things like 
“condom” before playing. 

My idea relating to TVs is that it 
would be mandatory for everyone 
to wear one of these headbands at all 
times, but instead of using a card with 

a random word on it, you would put 
a big sign that gave the viewer discre-
tion warning. That way, wherever you 
went, the viewer discretion warning 
would be visible to others. I think this 
idea is my favourite because you never 
know when some unsuitable content is 
going to jump out and get you.

An alternative would be to make 
everyone wear this headband contrap-
tion, but instead of having the warning 
written on it so that others could see 
it, the headband would extend in front 
of your face about twelve inches, and 
then the warning would hang down 
in front of your eyes so that it would 
always be visible. This would unfortu-
nately produce the obvious side-effect 
of people not being able to see where 
they’re going—and while you might 
think it would be really entertaining 
to watch a bunch of people walking 
into each other constantly, you’d be 
unable to enjoy it because either your 
view would be blocked, or you’d be 
lying on the ground after having 
walked into someone else.

Maybe we should all just lock our-
selves in our closets. Though, that 
wouldn’t work either—how would 
you get food? The problem isn’t so 
much that it would mean there’d be 
a bunch of dead people in closets; it’s 
more that I don’t really feel it’s appro-
priate for younger viewers to watch 
someone starve to death—even if it is 
themselves. I guess the only alternative 
is to scrap the warnings all together 
and stop blaming other people when 
you let your 8-year-old watch CSI. 

The constant barrage of viewer discretion 
warnings cuts into my television time


