By Eva Pendzich :

“we’ll take 'em any way we can
get 'em.” said Golden Bear head
coach Jim Donlevy, referrring to the
Bears’ close 27-24 win over the
Manitoba Bisons, Saturday.

With less than a minute to play,
the Bisons led 24-20. A pass interfer-
ence call against them set up the
Bears for the win and sent Manitoba
home feeling disgruntled and
cheated. :

A perfect day for football, with a
clear sky, a dry field, 1400 fans and
alumni attended the Bears’ second
home game of the season, during
Homecoming Weekend at the U of
A.

The second place 3-1 Bears were
hosting the last place 0-4 Bisons... an
easy victory?

“I'm worried I've been worried
all week,” Donlevey said prior to
the game. ‘“Manitoba is like a
wounded animal struggling to sur-
vive. They’re hungry for a win and
given a chance, they will use it
against us.”

“We have to be emotionally high.
the athletic and technical aspect will
take care of itself,” said Donlevy.

“It’s not going to be an easy vic-
tory.” They (Bisons) are ready and
emotion is a funny thing,” he said.

And anything did happen. The
Bisons almost upset the Bears.

A rough play call against the Bears
late in the first quarter brought the

;Bisons to the bears’ 40 yard line, set-
ting up a Manitoba scoring drive. A
two-yard touchdown run by Jerry
Izydorczuk and a successful convert
inside rec 2ver Scott Smith. After

the convert, the Bears took the lead
8-7.
The Bisons then conceded

another single and the Bears went -

into the half with a 9-7 lead.

At the start of the third, Brookes
interception set up another Bison
scoring drive, capped off with a'
one-yard touch down run by Ron

Talakoska. Brookes’ convert attempt
was good and the Bisons took the
lead.

A no-yards penalty against the
Bears set up Manitoba’s third scor-
ing drive. Eight plays later, Bisons
quarterback Mike O’Donnell com-
pleted a 14 yard touchdown pass to
rookie Darren Anderson. Brookes

‘came up good on yet another con-

attempt by Pad Brookes put the
Bisons on the board.

In the second quarter, Manitoba
conceded a single and, with 4:33

‘left, the Bears’ quarterback Mark

Denesiuk, who replaced Darren
Brezden at the start of the second,
threw a 22-yard touchdown pass to

vert attempt and the Bisons had
what looked like a decisive 21-9
lead. o

Early in the fourth, rookie run-

. ning back Jeff Funtasz ran one yard

for a touchdown followed by a con-
vert, narrowing the gap to 21-16.

Later, Kasowski was good on a
35-yard field goal, bringing the
within two points..

Kasowski narrowed Manitoba’s
lead to one point after a wide 57-
yard field goal attempt.

With 1:26 left, the Bisons moved
into Bear territory, Brookes was suc-
cessful on a 30-yard field goal and
Manitoba moved ahead 24-10.

With less than a minute to go,
Denesiuk set up what looked like a
promising scoring drive: three com-
pletions followed by an incom-
pletion. 3

Had the "wounded animal” won
the struggle to survive? No, an
orange flag signalled a pass interfer-
ence call against Manitoba.,

Bison head coach Dennis Hry-
caiko later said “that call was horse
__!”

The ball was moved to Manito-
ba’s one yard line and with 24
seconds remaining Funtasz plodded
over the goal-line for the winning
touchdown. Kasowski added the
one point conversion and the Bears
were victorious 27-24,

The win puts the Bears into a tie
for first place with Vanier Cup
Champions, Calgary Dinosaurs. The
Bears now have a week to prepare
themselves for their next home
game aginst the Dinosaurs on

October 20.

- 3.U.B. BUILDING POLICY

PROMOTION OF IDEALS, OR CENSORSHIP?

At this time the SUB Building policy reads, “The Students’ Union was not intended to
be used as a forum for activities or events of a sexist, racist, degrading, or otherwise

offensive nature. The following guidelines are designed to put the interpretation of the,

aformentioned in the hands of accountable student representatives. . .”

“The enforcement of this policy is the responsibility of the Vice-President (Intemal
Affairs). The Vice-President (Intemal Affairs) shall have the authority to prohibit
programmes which s/he deems to be of an offensive nature. . .

The decision of the Vice-President (Intemal Affairs) may be appealed to the Students’
Union Executive Committee or Building Services Board and then Students’ Council if
the complainant is not satisfied with the decision.

Building Services Board (May 23) decided to delete this policy as it felt that the
Students’ Union had no legal right to censor activities by any student or group of
students so long as the event did not contravene any existing laws. Students’ Council
overruled BSB on May 29, 1984 and asked for student input.

FACT: Fundamental freedoms under the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms.
“Everyone has the following fundamental freedoms: (a) freedom of conscience and
religion; (b) freedom of thought, belief, opinion and expression, including freedom of
the press and other media of communication; (c) freedom of peaceful assembly; and
(d) freedom of association.

QUESTIONS: is the present SUB building policy illegal? If not, should the
Students’ Union promote that which we feel to be acceptable, and ban whatever we
feel to be unnacceptable to the general welfare of students?

THE CHOICE IS YOURS!!

FACT: The mortgage on the Students' Union Building costs over $11 per full time
student. Caretaking and maintenance, over $9 per student.

QUESTIONS: Does every student have the right to do what they want to do so
long as their actions are not illegal? Or, does any student have the right to not have in
SUB, any event which they find offensive? If a student group is not allowed to hold
their event in SUB due to building policy, should they get their $20 per student back?

This section of the building policy came forth a few years back after the “Mr. Nude”
and “Miss Nude” Alberta shows were held in SUB Theatre by a non-student
organization. Since then, student groups have had this policy used as a tool against
them to enforce “acceptable” entertainment during their events. In"the past, the Med
students and the Engineering students have been wamed about their shows. In the
future, the IFC “God and Goddess” competition may be declared “sexist.”

On October 11, Building Services Board will be meeting at 5:00 in room 034 SUB to
recommend to Students’ Council what the future policy should be.

The options are as follows:

1) No censorship.

2) Censorship according to the existing policy.

3) Censorship by a different group other than the present Students’ Union boards.

Written submissions with signatures are recommended as this will show the support
your point of view has with the students. The recommendation of BSB to Students’
Council will be directly related to the number of students who want a specific policy as
outlined in the previous paragraph. All written submissions should be dropped off at
Room 259 SUB by Thursday, October 11 at noon.

Wednesday, October 10

-



