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Question:

"Do you think the students should
have had more say in the reno-
vation plans?"

Yes,it is the functionThe least they could The SUB Board should We should be told Yes, I don't think
of the SUB Board to have done was make all have clearly stated exactly what the plansthe students know the A
find an architectural the options clear in the plans well in ad- are before voting full story. I'm upsdt

plan, to approve that the media.
plan, and to allow me

Mike Kalinowski

the student, to give Murray Honeyman imput.
final approval. BA 4

Vaughn Fulford BBA 2
BA 4

OPINION POLL RESULTS

Juring the evening of .ednesday,
Noveriber 11th, Campus Informaticn Service,
a non-profit student organizaticn,
contacted over one hundred ULB students to
cbtain their opinion on the referendum
questicn. 4ll the interviews were

conducted between the hours of 5 Pl. and

11 Pli on nn entirely random basis. Names
were selected from the utudent Ui rectory
and tne questions were posed over the
elephone. L ry respondent was asked how
he or she Wis polng to vote on the up-
coring referendum questicn: "I agree to

ne contlnuation of the present annual

: nt-Union-building allocation of
v St ent fees to be used for the
gfw:»uhlf projosed alterations and
rencvaticns to the oUB."

This crossecticn of the student
population constitutes approximately two
percent of the entire student bodyv on

pus. The results of the poll
should be statistically accurate $5% of
the time. The fact that such a nigh
nuriver of students was contacted ensures
that if the entire campus were to go to
the polls on konday, loth of November,
the referendum result would be verv
similar to the outcome of the poll,
assuming that rniost students niaintain
their opinions indicated on the 1llth.

Therefore, CIS(Campus Informaticn
Service), on the basis of its independent
inquiry, predicts the defeat c¢f the
referendum and a victorv for the "NO"
side in the debate. The actual margin
of defeat is variable according to actual
voter turnout but the result seems to
vorrelate well with a similar study
conducted just before the Cctober 21st
2 referendum vote.

vance of the referen-
dum, and gotten our Ruth Goodine
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that they didn't re-
lease the first refer-
BN.3 endum results.,

Mark Bartlett
BA 1

CIS has informed this paper that |
they predicted a ©3% NC vote in the last
referenduni, If the ballot totals had
been releascd bv the SkC the public
wculd nhave scen that the campus was
solidly opposed to the plans put forward
by the oUB Board of Directors. uhen
asked why the NC vote had sligaty
decreased since October, a representative
stated that the chan:e was a result of
three tactors: the official student
newspaper had come out with three full
issues which were stronglv biased
toward the YLS campaign an. which had
really not permitted the NU side to
respond to many charges made against it;
tne students on the campus scemed to feel
th:t the annullment of the first referendun
w1s a planned event to make sure that the
oUB Board had more time to tryv and sway
the voters and that it wasn't worth
bothering to vote N( sinplyv becnuse the
sanie thing could hapjen again; finally,
the attempts to discredit leaders in the
CAUSE comnittee bv lupeachments, adminis-
trative statements, and a wide-scale
rumour campaign had managed to convince
quite a few uninformed studen-s.

However, the fact that the ma joritv of
students could see through these plans
resulted in a large feeling of "let's
not let the SUB Board get away with it"
attitude. It was sinply this reaction
that seems to have put the NU side over
the top once again.

The full results of the opinion poll
are contained at the side. Percentages
may not total exactlv to 100% because they
were rounded to the nearest whole number.
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