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The Brunswickan's stand

on the SUB issue
U

Here it is folks, the Bruns 
is finally taking a stand on a 
very important issue that 
concerns all of you students 
on campus-now, and in the 
future. The issue is the up
coming SUB referendum.

The most vociferous side 
of the argument has been the 
NO people. What is the argu
ment you ask? Simply stated, 
it is whether to maintain or 
drop the $15 fee on top of 
SRC dues, charged at the 
first of the year, which up un
til now has been used to pay 
the mortgage on the Student 
Union Building. The NO side 
maintains that this money 
will, in the future, be used for 
renovations that are 
necessary, in their minds.

The SUB Board has only 
said that it feels the building 
needs some changes and 
has proposed a few possible 
areas that could be changed. 
Nothing is definite, only sug
gested.

The Brunswickan’s stand 
on the issue is to vote YES. If 
you do, it does not mean that 
the renovations will be a cer
tainty. A vote for the YES
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their administration offices.
This is not an illogical 
assumption due to the fact 
that in the basement of the 

side also guarantees that the Old Arts Building office and
SUB will have money to storage space is very
upgrade existing facilities. cramped, as well, offices for
The university covers the professors are becomlna
basic maintenance cost of scarce,
the building such as heat and So far this is a student 
lights. This does not include building, run by the students
the purchase of new fur- for the students and in the
niture for the blue lounge. It opinion of the Bruns it would
does not cover costs due to 
vandalism, and it does not

where the money to run and

®°n)0.lof them merit con- Don’t assume that the univer- 
slderatlon as they will im- slty will take ovm- thL 
prove utilization of existing operating costs. After all 
space. The NO campaign has what was that march all 
harped on the Issue of un- about a few weeks aoo - cub
"?C^SKa?.Spen.di"? In a ,lme backs. Even If they do, It will 
of hlghlnterest rates which not be run the same as It s 
Is a valid argument, but they now and the only ones who 
have neglected to tell us will suffer 
when we are supposed to students, 
find the money to keep what The NO side has onlv
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are you, the

none.
If, because of lack of 

funds, the building is allow-

I

S
». 1


