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editorial

And the great debate begins. Did Students’ Union
president Len Zoeteman sell out the students when he
cast the deciding vote at a recent Board of Governors
meeting to give the University Hospital the playing fields
south of Corbett Hall for a parking lot? | think he did.
Hospital officials argue they require 300 parking stalls
before they can begin construction of the first phase of
the Health Sciences Centre in March, 1977. Their
argument: unless- workmen are provided with parking
stalls, the union will not being construction. But is that
really a valid argument? When construction takes place
downtown or in other areas with congested parking,
shuttle services are made available to workmen instead
of parking facilities. Even if what the Hospital officials say
is true, doesn't it make better sense to give university
parking space away than to encroach on one of the last
open recreational areas used on campus?

As Joe McGhie, student rep on the B of G pointed out
at the meeting, the question is not merely one of making
the space available and solving an immediate problem. It
is a question of philosophy. Do people and their
recreational pursuits mean more than institutions?
McGhie argued they do. | agree. President Gunning
responded by saying the discussion was not about a
“cold institution” but an institution which will serve all
Albertans and hopefully bring top-level medical research
facilities to the province. But what Dr. Gunning confuses
is the fact that a vote forthe Corbett playing fieldsisnot a
vote against the Health Centre. It will still be possible to
put the workmen elsewhere - even if we have to reserve
half of the Jubilee Auditorium parking lot to do so. There
are many possibilities for shuttle service or other
transportation arrangements - as other Board members
argued. The situation is not as bad as the Hospital
administration has made it out to be. But at all costs we
should preserve what little recreational area we have on
an already-cluttered concrete campus.

One of the other arguments advanced was that the
parking lotwould only be temporary (foratime of three to
five years). And the stipulation by the B of G that the lot
be returned to the University in its original condition may
ensure that is, in fact, available for recreational purposes
at that time (the Health Sciences Centre will have 600
underground parking stalls and thus the need may not be
as pressing - for that, we should look skeptically at the
promises). Regardless, the loss of that valuable land for
even five years is too long.

At the same time the fields will be made into a
parking lot, construction of the Health Sciences Centre
will disrupt Student Health Services, a situation which
will only further diminish the quality of university health
care. First recreational areas are removed, then Student
Health is taken away (and disrupted during the construc-
tion period, etc.).

It's all well and good for the university to lobby the
government and obtain a massive research complex to
add further prestige to our university. But what good
does it do when it destroys the well-being of the
university community and adds yet another ugly block of
concrete to our muggy horizons? by Kevin Gillese

Lucely woven web...

demanded he with a classy blend

Great Caesar’ !
esar's Ghost! of hauteur and arrogance,

So thought council last week
during a confrontation with
senior mandarins of the ad-
vanced education department.

Seeking to diminish pressure
on their own classically inept
performance, council attacked
the mandarins as “being out of
touch with real events, working
with an antiquated system, and
using archaic language which is
difficult to understand.”

Characteristically, colorful
deputy minister Octavius Seneca
did not take such charges lying
down.

"Quo quo, scelesti ruitis?”

riposting: “Mutato nomine de te
fabula narratur!”

Council's confusion was
heightened at this juncture by the
entry of Antarctic penguins
dressed as oil-rich benouins,
.apparently left to wander around
campus pretending to be com-
parative literature majors.

Nonetheless, council lam-
basted the administration of the
advanced education minister,
drawing a further rebuke.

Admonished Seneca:
regum semper gravis.”

Hank Luce
Graduate Studies
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SLUG'S BED AIN'T BEEN SLEPT
WE BETTER REFORT THIS TO
THE POLICE FAST !

HE 'Ll. MISS

HE'S WEARING A HARD-HAT,
HAWAIIAN SHIRT, BERMUDA
SHORTS, SEARS SOCKS N’ SANDALS
N' SUNGLASSES, A 1936 BOX
CAMERA, TWO DOTS FOR EYES. ..

- AND A BIG POTATO NOSE,
:SUST LIKE YOURS.
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Biting the

| am both amused and con-
cerned by the kind of nonsense
Mr. Gillese spouts week after
week in his editorial.

Mr. Gillese’s continual prat-
tle about unfortunate renters,
deprived students, exploited
workers, and uncaring govern-
ment is unending. He does little
else than convince the public that
university students are a collec-
tion of inexperienced, isolated, ill
conceived, bad mouthed know-
it-alls who in their post-
adolescent utterings indicate
their ignorance about the real
world. That view may be accurate
in terms of such people as Kevin
Gillese, of the “Edmonton 61" but
is inappropriate in terms of the
vast majority of rational universi-
ty students. ;

The vast majority of students
don’t have the time, nor the desire
to waste on namby-pamby far
flung escapades as does Mr.
Gillese. Most students concern
themselves with such practical
things as getting a good educa-
tion in order to function as good,
constructive citizens.

Of course, | know that Mr.
Gillese would label such views as
reactionary, right-wing
propaganda that typifies un-
thinking, apathetic, blockheads
such as myself. Unfortunately
though, we “reactionaries” have
got more important things to do
than. run around bleating about
every matter in our society that
on the surface seems unjust.
Only Mr. Gillese would have the
time to track down and
pronounce judgment on the evil,
the unenlightened, the apathetic
and the uninformed. Thank
goodness for Mr. Gillese - our
very own underdog superman!

In one sense, it would be
refreshing to see Mr. Gillese use
some discretion and common

sense before hurling his profani-
ty ridden chastisements. In
another sense his performance is
little more than amusing and at
least provide comic relief. | am
tempted to treat it as just that,
keeping in mind that those out-
side campus will probably have

Speaker speaks out
on council clashes

Recently, Dale Janssen
(Commerce rep) wrote a letter to
the Gateway in which he
challenged Len Zoeteman to a
verbal duel where the loser was to
be a recipient of a cream pie
facial. He mentioned quite
emphatically that he had been
called down by Len in a council
meeting for a letter which he
(Dale) had penned. Just to keep
all the facts clear in this matter, |
would like to submit the following
excepts from the council meeting
minutes of October 25, 1976.

(From Announcements sec-
tion)

Len read a letter to the Coun-
cillors that was published in the
Faculty Association Newspaper
describing basically the role of
the Executive and Council. In his
opinion he stated that the role of
the Executive is to take a lot of
criticism but it reflects on the
Student Council badly more than
it does on the Executive. His
reasoning was that an article
such as the one that appeared
reflects poorly on the degree of
credibility of the Council. Len
pointed out that it was difficult to
do as many things as the article
pointed out but that the simplicity
of it lay in the article of criticizing.

(and from the Question
Period)

Dale Janssen provided a number

the good sense to dismiss
Gillese as the oddity heis.

‘Please Mr. Gillese,
amusing, forget the 1960':
join the 1970's before we alf
laughing.

of areas of input into the ques
period and started it off byl
that he was the Councillor
had written the letter Len
referring to in the Announct
Period. He then said that hef
open to any questions any 0
councillor may have on!
matter. Dale was then direct
request to Jan asking if the

It would be a sad lot indé
there were no areas of contrf
sy within Council but sad®#
the controversies are ong
misinterpretations which at
dubious sources. | suggest
councillors take a bit morecat
reading their. copies of |
minutes before making U
statements which may sp
further doubt on their credi
as responsible representali
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