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producing contenders

There has been a lot of con-
troversy the past few weeks,
concerning the attitude of this
university's administration
toward varsity athietics. The big
question seems fo be whether
or not the UNB administration
looks at our athletics progrom in
o serious light. When one close-
ly examines the situations which
exist here, one comes up with
the conclusion that athletics
hove a very low priority at UNB.

Let's face it: UNB has never
had a national contender in any
of the “big three"” sports (foot-
bal!, hockey, men's basketball),
at least not since college
athletics became o mejor sports
enterprise in North America.
While it has been pointed out
that we have had winners in
other sports (ie., field heckey,
soccer, and women's basket-
bail), that is more a result of cir-
cumstances than goal-oriented
planning. We do not mean to

downgrade thcse feams, OF
their achievements; certainly, in
their own right, those are very
worthwhile accomplishments,
and ore to be applauded as
such. Plaudits must go out to the
coaches and supperting person-
nel invoived with those teams
for doing the excellent jeb they
do with the limited resources
they are given. But it must be
pointed out that the competitive
recruitment for talent in those
sports is not nearly as fiorce a3
it is for athletes in the "big
three". It is that fact which puts

UNB on equal footing with other

schools when it comes o com-

peting for potential athletes - it
is not due tc any attitude or
policy of the administration.

And that shows up in the sports

in which there is vigourous

recruitment of potential
athletes.

When it comes to competing

" in the three maior sports, this

school is sadly devoid of
anything resemkling o nationel
contonder. In fact, we took @
glant step backward when the
football program was dropped
two years ago. Lack of avaiiable
money was tho reason given for
that decision. The administra-
tion had decided that other

sports, such as hockey, and
men's baskeibail, should take
priority over maintaining a foot-
ball program. Well, that would
be acceptable, providing thot
some positive progress had
been made as a result of that
decision. But what have the
hockey and men's basketball
teams done since then? It would
seem that despite sacrificing the
football team (the one team
which drew any kind of fan sup-
port), ond despite the ad-
ministration's expressed desire
to improve these programs
mentioned above, they have
gone backward instead of going
forward.

Unfortunately, the arguments
that “times are tough” and
“those other schools have more
money” are not raally valid,
although they are flogged fto
death whenever a discussion on
this topic arises. UNB has an
enrollment of roughly 5200
students. Acadia University. a
perenial football power, and un-
til recently, a school strong in
basketball tradition, has @ cur-
rent population of 3000
students. St. Francis Xavier
University has 2700 fuil-time
students enrolled, yet they're
always strong in football end
basketbali. And the University
of Moncton, the two-time defen-
ding CIAU hockey chemps, have
2600 students at their institu-
tion. So..how can *hese schools
with smaller populations afford
to buiid national contenders,
while a larger school like UNB
cannot?

Then of course, there's the
stence token that UNB has
higher academic standards, and
that those standards are more
important thon having national-
ly competitive sports teams.

. Okay; so why bother hoving ma-
jor sports teams af all? We cre
not criticizing the powers that
run UNB for placing academics
before cthletics; far from it.
What they are being chastised
for is the pretence that they
dezire winning teams at UNB.
Porhaps thay desire it, but their
actions don't support that. They
haven't yet caught on to the fact
that In this day and age, their

type of 9th century approach to
building winning teams Is ar-
chaic, and canno? hope to pro-
duce national winners in the
mojor sports already singled
out. It has to be “all-or-none-- -
either make a decision to com-
mit this school to athletic ex-
celience at all levels, or get out
of the game. If they don't wish
to put the necessary money and
offort into the major sports, get
rid of them! At least then they
wouldn't be trying to build a cas-
tie using only strow or wood, in-
stead of the bricks necessary for
a solid foundation. And they
could increase the oxcellencs of
the programs we are already
proficient in.

We are not advocating @ “win-
at-cli-costs” philosophy. What
we do desire is a realization by
this school's adminisiration that
¢ “winning-is-the-only-thing"
philosophy is necessary to com-
pete on a national scale. This
latter type of philosophy, made
famous by the late Vince Lom-
bardi, is subtly different from
the former. The quote “"Winning
isn't everything - it's the only
thing” does NOT mean thet the
ends (winning) justify the means
(cheating, bending the rules,
etc.). It DOES mean that athletes
in competition must strive to win
- that is their vitimate goal. And
in striving to win, they are striv-
ing for excelience in their
chosen endeavour. Winning is
the measuring stick used to
determine how close a team or
ployer has come to achieving
thot excellence, in much the

same way that an “A" grade
measures academic excellence.
Cnly through this striving can an
othlote hope %o achieve ex-
cellence - and no athlate worth
his weight in jock-straps ever
went into a contest hoping to
"be campotitive and . keep it
close”. Any athlete who does
not go out to win is cheating
himself, his team-mates, his
couches, and the fons.
Unfortunately, the ad-
ministration at UN8 does not
share in this striving for ex-
cellence, at least not in
athletics. Although they have

given lip service to developing
winning feams at UNB, the fact
remains that they heve done lit-
tle to actively bring this about.
They prefer to hide behind the
standard of “scademic ex-
cellence”, while hoping that our
teams can be "competitive”,
with winning on added bonus,
but not something to be actively
pursued. It's funny that one
never hears about the “poor
academic standards” of the St.
Mary's sclence faculty, or the
Dalhousie faculty of medicine.
And those schools certainly
have good athletics programs.
We do not reaily blame the
people directly In charge of the
athlotics programs here ot UNB;
they only operate within the
framework they're given. And it
has been proven that anyche
with the guts to speak out
against this system is not iooked
vpon with much fevour by the
powers-that-be. As one locel .
journalist recently put it, UNB
does not want an athletics direc-
tor who will stir things up, and
-hecven forbid! -stand up for his
school when the time comes fo
deal with the other schools in
our conference. They would
rather have a party-man who
will fow the line, and present a
good public image. And, they
get what they pay for. Unfor-
tunately, besides ieaving UNB
short of talent. this approach
also assurss our teams thot they
will get the shaft whenever any
major scheduling decisien
arises. There are numercus ex-
amples of this: look at what
happened to the Red Devils in
last year's hockey play-offs;
look ot the bruta! schedules this
year's UNB teams have to con-
tend with (the Roiders hed a
25-day stretch in which they had
only ONE AUAA game schedul-
ed; and the Bloomers did not
have a home game in AUAA ac-
tion in the entire first term); the
list goes on.

So those of you in control at
this university, please take
heed: stop pretending - either
give vs the means to develop
contending teams in the major
sports, or dump them, and put
the money to better use
elsewhera.



