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The first meetlng of the Central Commlttee served as’ ‘an”
orientation segsion for the new members. There was a ye-

view of. .the. respon31b111t1es of both Central Committee mem—

L

beeswand“staff, ‘ag well-as a preliminary examlnatlon of’ the o

NUS/UNE finances. An 1nvest1gatlon of alternate 'sources =%
of funding, to supplement the 1974 75 budget was under-
taken by Thompson.= T S

St SRR - : g R, -

The scommittee agreed - w1th suggestlons that - pamphle
explalnlng :and promoting the purposes of NUS/UNE office -
staffiThe discussion evelved into an: analy51s of “thé job
descriptions for both the general secretary and executlve,*ﬂfﬁ
seenetary. - It became evident that the ex1st1ng descr1p~ o
tions: were ambiguous and inadequate. All members agreed to-'
thejnéed for concrete terms of reference which' would enable
the general: secretary to engage—lh polltlcal ana1y51s and
fieldwork-and the  executive sedretfary to organize'the’ offlce
and do preliminary reseaxch., A sub-committee on hlrlng wasg
struck to draw up staff appllcatlon forms and recelve and
assess applicatlons for neW’personnel :

'a‘crltlcal analy51s of the 1mplementatlon process fol—

study materials:and student union fees. ' Some’ members_were .
concernedthat - the lack of comprehensive research ‘data would,ﬂ
severely:handicap: the program. It was p01nted ou ut that "
through ‘the Standing. Committeée  of "the Financing’ of Post—ﬁ_ o
Secondary Education; NUS had long-term policies which if* ~""
well supported and researched could form a framework and,6 .
perspectlve‘threuqh which' the short-térm goals could be;:‘”
better realized:. There was a consensus that well-docum—jm
ented ‘research was fundamenal to the success of’ the NUS/'

lobby:: and that the'priorities- of the General Secretary be L
research.and lobbyihg. . T

A general review of the May motions ‘from* the workshop
on thewfinancing of. Post-Secondary educdtion “Was held and -
we decided;that ilobbying the federal political" partles Wa$H,ST

‘an 1mmed1ate priority. The provincial representatlves" .
"agreed to research post—seCOndary financing ln preparatloqm,
.for dlscussrans on . the Flscal Arangements Act -

o

A stan 1ng commlttee on flnan01ng was establlshed to =
facilitate :the financing of any" policies,’ COmmlttees and
research. Specifically the commlttee was insgtructed to”
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investigate alternate sources of funding. Standing committees
on Government Relations, and the Status of Women were also
formed. : : S R &

We agreed to hold the October conference at the U of
Saskatchewan in’ Saskatoon, and generally dlscussed the con— :
ference structure and, agenda. s N T

The August meetlngs began w1th an analy51s oflthe lobbyﬂfﬁ
programme. The response to the mailout was poor, with the
NDP the-only federal party which replied. favourably. ' The
cc members were asked to . follow. up. the Central Office. cor= -

-respondanoe by contactlng MPs .at-thelocal level. A" work-ffﬁ

ing committee was Formed to prepare a.preliminary brief -

on accesalblllty and to . suggest specific ‘demands ‘and strat—-*'

egy for the Qctober conference {This was follow-up -to ‘the™-
Lethbrldge dlscuSSLons, where - it became apparent that NUS/UNE

must take a long term perspective. on. the "lobby. .programme ' -«

and 1ntegrate the proposed short—term goals W1th long term o
object1Ves . Do : ) i

,,,,,,

Thompson presented a f1nancral report and reoommended

 that immediate attention had to be given to alternate sources

of funding. The possibility:of short-—term’loans and grants

was dlscussed and .some members voluntéered" torapproach gov—-
ernment agencies for fundlng Considering the:severe: con—-ﬂf’
stralnts of the budget, we. concluded: that: a proposal fot a-
feg, 1ncrease would. be prepared for the October conference.-
The" task of organlzatlon of the October General Meeting’ was
the final .agenda 1tem,( Respon51b111t1es ‘were assigned and
prellmlnary work on:a number of reports ‘was begun. '

B tentatlve budget and ratlonale for the fee lncrease

T wWere drafted at the.l4th. Central Committee: feeting.

consensus. was‘reached that a fee increase:to $1.00 was F”ﬁﬂ?

-manlmally necessary._ A.commlttee was sstruck to prepare a’

report on restructurlng, finances and the fee indrease, =5

The NUS position .on:the student. housrng orisis was re-=
viewed, = We agreed to establlsh hou51ng workshops “at the
October conference to expose the 1ssue and develop an 1n¢z*
itial cr1t101sm,.Lo‘_,ﬂ IR pr . i IR

Thomﬁson‘rCPOrted that he.had established a: book—keepilf
ing system and we discussed our financial status. A ten-
tative budget, for 1975-76 was' analyzed and simple. housé&-""" -
keeping. motlons on, constltutlonal amendments and the Oc¢~#- - 24e
tober co: ference were passed. : S - R

Delegates of the October General Meeting ratified the
student aid (accessibility) campaign and the proposed fee
increase. Subsequently, the Central Committee met and dis-
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cussad the 1mplementatlon of the student ald pollcles

andg” assrgned duties to the provincial representatives., The
reps were instructed to present the NUS position at meetings
with their provincial education ministers and .student. as-
srstance departments. This was to ensure nat10na1 exposure-
of’ the campalgn and assist the lobbying efforts of the.. Cen~_
tral Otflce gtaff., We decided that immediate research on:
stude ;ass;stance was necessary and instructed Cresw1ck to-
develop”an analysrs for the May General Meetlng.v o

5“’As dlrected by the May Plenary, the Central Commlttee

ralsed staff salarles to $130.00 per week.

By November, posters and 1nserts for the CSLP campalgn
had been developed and distributed. Concurrent with this
development NUS/UNE stepped up its capacity to. lobby at
the 'Ndtiondl level;.often in. solldallty with reglonal as~—.

,socratlons of students.

."It became apparent that the federal government requlred

substantlal input on ‘student flnanc1ng and commissioned:

.Statlstlcs Canada to.survey s sample of post secondary

students,_ The Natlonal Office staff kept up con515tent oy
", Gl for student 1nput into the surveys and for sup=. -
plementary“surveys in areas neglecte~ by Statlstlcs Canada.u-_

Durrng recent months,.the office staff has concentratedu@f
its “efforts on the preparations for the May Conference and\v
contlﬁhlng work on the student aid campaign. The cam~ --.

- paign work has centred largely around co-ordinating the

lobbylng of government groups respon51ble for pollcles on
student ald . , , S . :

Followrng NUS/UNP‘S attempt to secure student represen—zf-'

© tation on the Federal Provincial Task Force on Student As-

sistance in February, the NUS/UNE staff was granted: permls—
sron to ‘make a presentatlon to the members on-the group. at-
their April 9-10 meeting in Toronto. This provided NUS/UNE

. the opportunity to explain our dissatisfaction at not hav1ng

had ‘otir. request to the Council of Ministers of ‘Education;:
Our request was that.the CME altar the . .
terms’ of refer ”e,for the - Task Force to allow student par—=
tlclpatlon onthe “group and access to all documents arlslng
from thelr seSsronsn_3- - S

The members of. the Task Force repeated tholr 1nv1tat10n
to NUS/UNE o present a brleF on the issue of studentaid
which “they Would be willing to con51der._ The staff- stressed
the - fact that our request for. student partlclpatlon iwas:-

not eXclusrvely for written submlsslons, but.also for stﬁdentf

preseénce at all discussions regardlng student aid. It
would be impossible to adress the issues the group is dis-
ucssing without at the very least access to their documents.
Unless we are able to analyze their position, it is highly
unlikely for them to give our submission serlous con—
gideration.
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Their respohse to our requests was. apparently sympath=- .
etic, but they felt they could do 1lttlo to. 1nf1uence the,
mlnlsters,‘- ‘ W

Following this meetlng, the staff also attempted to
lobby -the Chairman of the CME for a final’ response to our
requests. . After con51derable pressure,‘they‘dld manage to
speak with the Chairman's special assistance and another
staff member @f the CME..' Their-statsments wereasomewhat .
contradichouy s i L The specmalkaSSLStant saidltHat “Fhe Chalr-'
man could make the decision on student participatiof*through
informal consultation with the ministers on the council, -
while theh@MEymdpresentalivodeindistedlithay ERdimbainedssm
onlyuacbed suponepacdmméiidat tofs 3P the GomupEtde s sHdpeFol
Minds tenasef bEdugatiton s1ukesappedrls iﬁf@mr@ubséqdént - PARSUPST

vestigabbon ﬁhatgohbsadeepsL@nﬁt@ucﬁang@”ﬁhebteﬁmsﬂeﬁ‘Yé59qa

ference . for this group is of a politi&HD ﬁ&ﬁuﬁ@'ﬁéﬁdJ@hdﬂﬂﬂa
the first-explanation - is 'the more credlble T o

The staff recommended that we continue tg seek student
represencatlon on the "SI Plenary Group;‘whlch holds its
next'mﬂetlnq “in” the ‘Fall of ‘this’ year, ' This glves NUS/UNE'f
the entire - 'summer to develop a lobby oampalgn, ‘which' couldlf-
involve “lobbying members of Parliament; approachlng opp031—”
tion members and the oppostlon party ‘critics of flnan01ng o
and"theé Secrétary of State. Added support for our position -
and pressure on the government could be secured through. |
contacts with press; ‘and extending our links with outside
gooups - such as the Canadlan Labour Congress and poverty
groupa :

Motions ware passed ‘reguiring ‘that referenda be hald to‘“

" increase the per student fee by May of 1976, after which

time member institutions which had failed. to hold refer~

‘enda or. hld lost referenda, wou1d be requlred to w1thdraw.i

'The LaKehead Hallfax ‘and Ottawa meetings developed'lnto'

plannlmg sesslops for-the May conferencentﬁz“ . «:;'
’ e dme . Tl

S An etamlnatlon of regional and national studentvrelated
1ssuescooqur;ediand(1nmestwgatlon;byyCentraLJﬂommlthméi““
membgrs And, O heplpaso Ece~people”of“thesermssuesbbegan\mﬁhﬂl
The, sta}gslgﬁﬁ-oro gn students; withinftherdepartifent wof:
Manpoweruand Immlg;at;own‘5GreenuPaper; i j ¥ _
unemployment, the lack of student housging and “am “elabor 2t i
and extension of the CSIP campaign were all discussed. '
We agreed that each of these issues had a national impack.
and requ1Led analysis by the 'Central Commlttee. We Were_,;nv
asked to’ select ‘students +o partlclpate on- the Senate Hear—
ings on "‘Cannabis but ‘since we did not havé -any’ pollcy on’ ';L&
this we s#ggested that 1nd1v1dual campuses be 1nv1ted to

.—1 : STy .
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send’ repﬁﬁ N
and reviewed the status of member ‘and non—member‘lnstlt-
utions across the country. '

”albng with extensive exposure of the CSLPTc i
, We agreed that more fleldworkers were: requlred forf
197: 76 ° and that this should be a budget prlorlty “‘An,, '
expanded fieldworklng staff could’ ‘co-ordinate referenda
within their regions and provide institutions with" informa-
tlon and organlzatlonal a551stance.‘”

N gotlatlons w;th Ouebec post—secondary institutions -
and”’ helr representatlve ‘association ANEQ wene:;nltlated"r

£ "It was ‘Bur”’ expectetlon that'a"strong dele—””£ﬁ
gatlon”from Quebec wouid attend the" Glendon Conference and
that a positive liasoh would develop.

'iobbylng resulted in’ the AUCC Board of,Dlrectors |
g t, endorse our stud-nt ald campalgn,, '

v other encouraglng factor 15 the formatlon of.pr .
q%el and reglonal student organlzatlons.: The. creatlon'bff4
Ehe Atiantlc Federat;on of Students, 'the British, Columbi ia”
“d¥uddnt Federatlon, the ASSOClatlon Natlonale des.Et dla te'
du Quebec as well as the" groth ‘and development ‘OF EHe" Onw

tarxo Federatlon of Student lndlcates a. growlnq_awareness .

o T
our prlorlty Should be;the malntenance and exten51on of
liasons with théseé” and othér studént groups, "W mﬁst_Strlve
for. woperatlon and attempt to complement each other s e
ef£6FtE ‘in the “d8Ténse of students” rlghts and 1nterests.;

SUMMARY

In summary,ﬁOne must say . that our most_lmportant actlo”f
this pagt year -Has “Beén the lnltlatlon of"a natlonal cém
paign on student assistmnce. The research completed is
NUS/UNE's preliminary effort to present a documented report
on this issue. The topic has been approached on a relative-
ly broad base dealing especilly with the concept of egual-
ity of opportunity as it relates to higher education. To
support our attack on student aid programmes for not con-
tributing to accesgibility at the post-secondary level of




‘other major issues that relate to stidents.

‘secondary students; X
”extenslve CrosSs= COuntry support for the CSLP. lobby effort@ﬁ

K_G_.:..

education, we have outlined the major weaknesses common
to all reglons of the country of the present systems and
future trénds. ' ,

This report should make it apparent that the issue is
hlghly complex, We must deal with béth federal and prOV1n-

cial governments, the overall fundlng of educatlon,(the num~

erous areas of requlrlng chanqe‘w1th1n aid- programmes,

the value of educatlon, as well as the the51s to support

ou¥ stand oh educatlon as a right of all 01tlzens regardless
of thelr economlc background, All these areas . must contlnue
to be dlscussed, researched and developed @,m et

Given the scale of these tasks, wedrecognize“the“need”"J
for competent persons to study and articulate these var-
ious areas.. If students are all commltted to’ protectlng;,_
their” own 1nterests, and the 1nterests of ‘all’ ‘Canadians, '

‘they must bé . prepared to express thig commltment by prov—’

1d1ng the negessary’ resources, ‘Both, 1n terms of economl
ahd’ polltlcal ‘Support’ and co—operat:on,[_h; :

.The 1ncreased recognltlon of NUS as the national voice
of students 1s some ev1dence of posltlve development of the
organlzatlon We must now assume ‘additional respon51b11—'

ities. We musk be prepared to. present a p051tlon on’ the .1
Both hou51ng h

and. unemployment are vital areas . of. concern. We must repond
to these issues. by beglnnlng dlscu551on and’ research whlch
could we1l lead to a well organlzed natlonal campalgn._ “NUS
has reached the stage where 1t 1s capable“ fuw1nn1ng support

The flnan01a1 srtuatlon of NUS/UNE 1s Stlll crltlcal but
no longer desperate in'view of NUS/UNE's develoPment as the
natlonally representatlve organlzatlon of Canadian post-
and our, growmng capacrty to Ainitiate

the, centra1 commlttee supports the adoptlon of the treas—ﬁ;
urér' s ‘Sefidit ‘budget. '
It must be remembered that fee referenda were success—“%
fully run at 51x member. lnstltutlons in.1974-75, and with
the prospeCt of more vrctorles 1n 1975 76 thlSTdef101t
t ) . . .

o "
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RECOMMENDATIONS :

1) The Central Committee recommends that the priority
for expenditure of extra funds of the union be the hlrlng
of additional staff.

2) Given that the CSLP Campaign reguires continued re-
search and lobbying support in 1975-76, the Central Com—
mittee recommends that the issue of student assistance
remain the major priority of the NUS/UNE.

3) Whereas NUS/UNE has made a number of representations to
the Federal-Provincial Task Force on Student Assistance

and Whereas these efforts have been effectively stalled

by government bureaucrats, and Whereas there remains only
one scheduled meeting of this Task. Force,

BE IT RESOLVED that NUS members discontinue efforts to make
- formal presentations to the Federal-Provincial Task Force. .

4) Given the Canadian Association of University Teachers
(CAUT) recommendation that the fee component should at a
minimum remain stable in the mix of financial resources -
and recommends that the fee component be tled to an annual
cost of living adjustment,

The Central Committee recommends that:

-NUS member institutions organize at the 1ocal level to
pressure members of the CAUT to change their proposals on
student aid and adopt the NUS/UNE policies calling for

- abolition of tuition fees and adequate living stlpends for

all students, and that

- NUS‘present a formal brief to the CAUT executive.
) ) . N . \ .
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The Meliorist ‘ : Monday, April 14,1915

Don Thompson displaying the prime concern of the last NUS Conference,




