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Be Held Thursday November 15th
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Co-Editor

There will be a referendum on 
Thursday November 15th, week 10, 
to decide whether the UL student 
levy should be raised from its current 
rate of €72 to €130.
The levy increase would last until 

the development is substantially 
complete but will be increased by a 
further €20 as part of an operations 
levy thereafter which contributes to 
the development and maintenance of 
the student centre, arena extension 
and the newly developed Maguire’s 
pitches.
The levy amendment which is 

expected to last 20 years, would be 
needed in order to fund the building 
of a new student centre, an extension 
to the UL Arena and the development 
of Maguire’s pitches.
The operations levy of €20 is to 

become payable in the year that 
work on the student centre is finally 
complete and will increase annually 
by the greater of 2% or CPI.
The original levy date was set for 

Thursday November 8th of week 9 but 
due to external technical difficulties 
with the online voting system, the 
date had to be put forward by a week.
UL President Adam Moursy stated 

in an e-mail sent out to students last 
week that “work is currently on-going 
to solve these issues to ensure the vote 
can go ahead using the online voting 
system” and that “regrettably, it was 

not feasible to organise a paper ballot 
at such short notice for the date set by 
council.”
Following this e-mail, there was also 

a Q&A session in the Jean Monnet 
Theatre last Tuesday, November 6th 
which gave students the opportunity 
to query the new development plans.
The event was attended by almost 

fifty UL students as well as former 
rugby player and current arena board 
member, Keith Wood. Director of 
Buildings and Estates Robert Reidy 
and Director of Sports Dave Mahedy 
were also in attendance. All three 
guests spoke at the event and were 
eager to allay any fears that the 
student population would have in 
relation to a student levy increase.
The new student centre development 

would contain a large scale student 
entertainment/gig venue with bar, 
C&S rooms and offices, students’ 
union offices (including a new radio 
broadcast station), a cinema, games 
room as well as shops and other retail 
outlets.
The Arena extension would consist 

of a new 25 metre pool with diving 
and sub aqua facilities as well as a 
climbing wall hall, squad rooms, 
sauna and steam rooms and weight 
training and exercise gyms.
The upgrading of Maguire’s pitches 

would deal mainly with the fields’ 
surface which suffers every year 
from harsh weather and is practically 
unplayable during the winter months. 
There would also be the addition 

of floodlights and high spec fully 
drained sand carpet based grass 
pitches.
Work on all three developments 

would be expected to be completed 
by December 2015. 
Voting begins at 7am on Thursday 

November 15th and ends at 8pm 
that night. All votes can be cast 
electronically via the ULSU website.
For more information on the 

developments you can download a 
pdf of the projects from the ULSU 
website: http://www.ulsu.ie/about/

studentcentreplans or from www.
anfocal.ie , which covered this story 
in issue one of this semester.
Additional information can also be 

found on http://ulsureferendum.com/ 
and http://www.ulreferenduminfo.
com

Fears Rise Amid Kemmy Business 
School Students
Enda Costello 

It is understood that the University 
hierarchy is considering reducing 
points across a number of courses 
including the KBS to boost numbers 
and as a result revenue. With the 
Government Budget impending and 
due on the 5th of December, it is 
believed universities and colleges can 
expect further cuts. To counteract this, 
it is understood that many colleges 
in Ireland are increasingly looking 
to form relationships with other 
colleges across the world to advertise 

its courses to students beyond the EU 
who bring in badly needed revenue.  
However this strategy alone will 

fall short of the immediate shortfall 
and is likely to be unable to balance 
off the deficit in the medium term 
either.  This means that Universities 
and colleges across the country are 
being left with difficult choices. But is 
swelling the numbers by reducing the 
entry requirements the correct one? 
The Kemmy Business School has 

built a reputation for knowledgeable, 
enthusiastic and employable students. 
That could be put in jeopardy if 

the points required for entry to the 
KBS are reduced. The standard of a 
business degree in UL will not have 
the same weight for employers and it 
potentially means that the quantity of 
UL students filling Co-op, internships 
and placements and ultimately being 
employed by top quality employers 
could be replaced by UCD and other 
college students instead. 
This year the principal course in the 

KBS, Business Studies dropped by 15 
points to 375, if this was to be repeated 
for 2013 Leaving Certificate students, 
the quality of the degree could be 

reduced. The reputation of the UL 
and the KBS is a huge factor for any 
employer (and for students picking 
their choice of college) and can have 
an impact for future, past and present 
students.
The KBS has continued to make 

strides in education excellence and 
producing students ready to make an 
impact on the commercial world, one 
would have to assume that it would 
be the desire of the University, the 
KBS and the student body this would 
continue by reinforcing the KBS as the 
best business school in the country, 

and as a result the most sought after 
by Leaving Certificate students who 
would be willing to work that extra 
bit harder to accomplish the points 
necessary to enter such a prestigious 
and respected third level institute.
The numbers could increase without 

damaging the reputation of the degrees 
currently enjoyed by KBS students, if 
it continued to pursue the objective of 
making Business in UL the place to be. 

A spec of the extension to the UL Arena, just one of the three potential developments on campus should Thursday’s 
Referendum be passed.
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Gerard Flynn
Don’t worry; this editorial won’t 

be as rousing as the last by any 
means. I’ve gotten over my “are 
you not entertained?” phase at this 
point so you can allay your fears. 
I suppose this editorial is just a 
quick note about what’s going on 
in the SU with regards to An Focal 
for the next few issues.
Firstly, I just want to say that 

Journalism Masters student, 
James Bradshaw will be joining 
the editorial team in the next few 
weeks and will begin work on issue 
6 as a co-editor along with Lorna 
and myself. In the past we’ve been 
criticised for not giving intimate 
details on what’s happening with 
An Focal and this accusation 
can even be thrown at the SU 
as a whole on some occasions. 
With James’ appointment on the 
editorial team, we feel that it’s a 
case of many hands making light 
work instead of too many cooks 

spoiling the broth. If anything, 
this will allow us to cover more on 
campus events and get a bit more 
news into the paper, something 
that we’ve been struggling with 
for quite some time now. I’d like to 
think that this issue is a step in the 
right direction with regards to this 
but as with anything, it can always 
be better.
Once again, I’ll plug the fact that 

we’re still looking for contributors 
as well as a Comment and Arts & 
Ents editor. Our former-Comment 
editor, Colm Fitzgerald stepped 
down after issue 3 and ever since 
we’ve been looking for someone 
to take over his post. There’s also 
a similar situation with our Arts 
& Ents editorial position. Kelly O’ 
Brien filled this position for this 
issue and I really think that you 
can see the difference with that 
section in this issue compared 
to the last, both in terms of 
quality and quantity. It shows the 
importance of consistency and 
organisation in a paper and many 

of the best sections of the paper are 
managed by organised, punctual 
and diligent sub-editors.
So that’s pretty much it, if you 

have any interest in being our 
comment or arts & ents editor 
or if you want to contribute, as 
always, the addresses you need 
are at the bottom of this editorial. 
For any issues you want to talk 
about referring to the paper, the 
Communications Office in the SU 
is always open.
To submit articles send them 

to lorna.bogue@ul.ie or gerard.
flynn@ul.ie or create an account 
on www.anfocal.ie to submit an 
article online. 

Lorna Bogue
It may seem as though apathy is 

a huge problem in Ireland. Given 
that only 32% of the electorate 
bothered to vote in a referendum 
concerning the future of children 
in this country. Whether you were 
pro or against the referendum, 

the worrying part about it wasn’t 
wasn’t the result but rather the lack 
of interest in expressing a view in 
the running of the country. 
Of course the result itself of 42% 

against the referendum is also a 
worrying sign for the yes campaign, 
which was basically every party 
in government. Perhaps the 
ubiquitous yes campaign was a 
factor in inspiring voter apathy. 
Any voter with the intention of 
voting yes could have been lulled 
into a false sense of security by the 
lack of a coherent no campaign. 
However, while the no campaign 
may have been incoherent and 
sensationalist, it also did manage 
to mobilise its voters. By doing 
nothing and not expressing a view, 
voters who would have voted yes 
could have lost by default.
This week on campus there are 

two issues that require the student 
voice. Firstly there is the SUSI 
issue, in which students are still 
not receiving their grants from the 
centralised grant awarding body. 

This delay in grants is something 
that is adversely affecting students 
and is something that needs to be 
actively fought.
The second issue that requires the 

student body to put across their 
view is the referendum on the new 
student centre. An Focal has tried 
to present as much information as 
possible to help students to come 
to their own conclusions. What’s 
important is to reach quorum 
in order to make a legitimate 
decision.
The last week has been really 

encouraging in terms of student 
engagement with An Focal. Ger 
and I were delighted with the 
number of people who came in to 
the office to either contribute to 
the paper, tell us how to improve 
or simply to have a chat. We want 
more people to have an input into 
how the paper is being run and 
what is appearing in your paper.

Rob McNamara

I’m writing this as a student who has no axe 
to grind with the Students’ Union. I am writing 
from the point of view of what I think the 
University needs. I am giving my opinion based 
on the information that is available to me and 
I have no knowledge of the inner workings or 
politics of the SU.
I don’t believe any of the amenities that are 

being proposed are essential to improving the 
main objective of the University – to prepare 
people for the work place.
UL’s student body need to decide what they 

want the campus to be – a glorified leisure 
complex or a centre for academia.
The campus is one of the best in Ireland but it’s 

far from perfect. I hear a lot from the SU about 
the “student experience”, which is fine, but study 
facilities on campus are way below par.
The Glucksman library needs to be extended 

and there needs to be more study space. Come 
exam time in December and May it is almost 
impossible to find somewhere to work in the 
library, unless you arrive on campus at 8.30am. 
There is no other quiet environment on campus 
in which to get your work done.
There are desks with broken ethernet cables, it 

can be impossible to find books at times, when 
you do they are usually old editions and wireless 
internet access around the college is hit and 
miss at best.
Many departments don’t have adequate 

facilities because they don’t have the budgets to 
provide them. Why not put the money from an 
increased student levy towards improving class 
facilities and the learning experience?
So, to the proposals of the referendum.

To my mind, some of them don’t make any 
sense. The cinema for example - there is already 
a cinema 10 minutes away from campus and two 
others in the city. The entertainment venue with 
a bar - there are already four bars on campus. 
The shops and other retail outlets being 

proposed are just bizarre. The last I heard the SU 
had to shut stores down as they were operating 
at a loss.
The college certainly doesn’t need anymore 

“chill out space”, although asking the perennially 
chilled to move their conversations away from 
the library about how ‘wrecked’ they were last 
night might be a good idea. 
The new sports facilities sound great but again, 

surely this money would be put to better use for 
academic purposes when UL is already widely 
recognised as ‘Ireland’s Sporting Campus’. 
If the SU want to improve the “student 

experience” then put the money towards getting 
rid of the three-hour labs , improving class 
scheduling and increasing tutorial time –while 
making sure students have the opportunity 
to maximize their potential in the right 
environment. 
Please do not be seduced by nicely designed 

plans being displayed around campus. All of 
it sounds great but there are far more pressing 
concerns that need to be addressed. I have 
not seen any information about how money 
from increasing the student charge could be 
alternatively spent, no ‘Vote No’ campaign. That 
is wrong.
There are a lot of questions to be answered 

and until they are answered adequately, I will be 
voting no.

Damien Bolger
Vice President of the Postgraduate
Students’ Union

The upcoming referendum proposes the 
development of a new Student Centre, along 
with an overhaul of the University Arena and 
Maguires Pitches facilities. This presents us 
with an opportunity to leave a giant footprint 
on this University. 
By voting yes, we can improve the college 

experience for ourselves, our younger brothers 
and sisters and even for our children. Students 
are being asked to agree to extend the existing 
student levy, for the next twenty years, from the 
current charge of €72 euro to €130 euro until 
the student centre opens, when an additional 
operations charge will come into effect thereafter 
of €20. This cost however is far outweighed by 
what the proposed plans aim to achieve in terms 
of the value of the students contribution. The 
value of infrastructural investment, matched by 
a real focus on the students experience at the 
University of Limerick becomes paramount and 
this we believe makes the yes vote all the more 
important. 
- We want sports fields which are usable 

throughout the year! 
A yes to this referendum makes that 

happen. Work on the Maguires Pitches can 
be undertaken straight away with a yes vote. 
This gives us access to many more high quality 
surfaces for field sports.
- We want world class facilities to train in and 

utilise! 
A yes vote allows for the Arena to be extended. 

This means increasing the size and scope of 
facilities. 

- We want to build a new dynamic centre which 
will form the heart of the student experience. 
A yes vote means that the student centre will 

be built in a more visible location at the heart 
of the university. This student centre will 
occupy the CSIS building, putting much of the 
student union’s work under one roof, along 
with a modern student hub. This will cater for 
students’ needs; it could house computer labs, 
breakout rooms, a multi-function venue, shops, 
and bars.
The important thing is that a yes vote is the 

foundation of student-led, student-centred 
project!  UL is known for its energy and vitality. 
In voting yes, you can make the campus’ sports 
and social scenes more vibrant than ever. In 
voting yes, you can have a say in the direction 
this university takes in interacting and engaging 
with its students and fundamentally, in voting 
yes you will increase and enhance the student 
experience for any and every student that wishes 
to avail of it! 

The Referendum Debate:
VOTE NO VOTE YES
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Dear Angie...
Dear Angie,

Me and my friend have been best buds 
for the last few years (we met in college) 
but I feel as if we’re drifting apart lately. 
It’s as if we just don’t get along as well as 
we used to anymore. There was a time 
when we’d do anything for each other. 
We supported each other through 
thick and thin, both financially and 
emotionally. Now it just doesn’t seem to 
be working. In fact sometimes I think 
they belittle me behind my back. Every 
time I broach the topic they just shrug 
it off and say that we’ll deal with it 
some other time but when is that time? 
Should I confront them on this? Does 
this spell the end for our friendship? I 
don’t know where else to turn, because 
normally they solve all my problems. 

Lonely, Plassey

Dear Lonely,

First of all, I would like to examine the 
last sentence in your letter; it was most 
interesting to me. It seems like there 
were problems in your relationship 
before this whole divide started. You 
seemed to be very, some might say 
overly, reliant on your friend. It’s all 
well and good to be able to depend on 
your friend but it isn’t good to lose your 
independence. Either for you or your 
friend. 
It’s not good for you because you 

crumble at the times when they are 
not around and it isn’t good for them 

because it can be tiring having you 
depend on them all the time. So if you 
are having a conversation with them 
that may be an issue to address. I think 
you should have this conversation 
by the way. It can only lead to a 
constructive outcome. Burying things 
and not talking about issues that you 
have will only lead to further strife. 
If they seem unwilling to talk then 
that is more of a reason to talk it out 
with them. Sometimes you have to be 
strong in your convictions. It is up to 
you to get them to talk. I find the best 
way to get people to talk is to arrange 
a meeting in a neutral environment, a 
coffee shop, a small central European 
country. The options are limitless. 
You should then look at your 

friendship and decide if it is something 
that you want to keep. Don’t be too 
perturbed by this process, all good 
friendships don’t just happen, they take 
work to maintain. A good friendship 
has its ups and downs but at the end of 
the day more ups than downs. Which 
brings me neatly on to the subject 
of your assertion that your friend is 
belittling you behind your back. If you 
think that they are then you should 
definitely confront them about it. 
There is nothing worse than a friend 
who makes you look bad in order to 
make themselves appear better in the 
eyes of others. I have a friend who does 
this all the time. Even worse than that 
he has the nerve to do it right in front 

of me. It really annoys me because I am 
damaged by what he says about me to 
his little friends in parliament. 
He makes me out to be this big 

monster who he has to stand up against 
to get a good deal for his buddies. 
That’s not true at all! To my face he is 
contrite and we have always, I thought, 
gotten on very well together. We have 
polite meetings which are constructive 
and helpful. But then I pick up the 
paper and he is talking to his other 
friends about how he has triumphed 

over me. A plucky bulldog that has 
slaughtered the big bad eagle. It is a 
complete mischaracterisation of what 
our relationship is. So yes, we had to 
have a chat about our friendship. 
I pointed out to him very recently the 

benefits of continuing our friendship. 
It’s a very big world out there and it’s 
important to have friends in high 
places. Which I, of course, am. I happen 
to think that my opinion is better than 
his on things like fiscal policy. Why 
look at his puny post imperial country 

in comparison to mine. He still seems 
to think that he is owner of the world, 
the way that he struts around the place. 
But I am getting off track, enough 
about Cameron and let’s focus on you. 
My advice is to have that conversation, 
weigh up the pros and cons and most 
importantly value yourself the way that 
you feel you should be valued. If you 
don’t do that then no one else will.

Grosses bissen,
Angie X. 

Where Did All The 
Conservatives Go?

The Elephant’s View by
Michael Shea

“America will fall without a shot being 
fired. It will fall from within.” – Nikita 
Khrushchev
Well, that’s it. Game over. The tipping 

point has been reached; big government 
is here to stay in the United States. I had 
planned to write this article from my 
post-apocalypse survival compound 
in Utah, but the EPA shut it down as it 
didn’t have enough solar panels. 
According to the popular media, 

Republicans need to “re-think” their 
core values; that they need to “reach 
out” to minorities and particularly 
Latinos. Simply put, Republicans need 
to act more like Democrats; embrace 
abortion, progressive taxation and illegal 
immigrant amnesty. This, of course, is 
balderdash. What really happened on 
November 6th was a combination of 
two things; the gloves didn’t come off 
Romney’s hands and the Republican 
Party was betrayed by its own base. 
However, before I begin to dissect 

the campaign, it should be noted the 
Democrats did not receive a “mandate” 
to continue forward. Though President 
Obama won clearly in the Electoral 
College, voter turnout was much 
less than 2008, so much so that the 
President actually received less votes 
in 2012 than Senator McCain did in 

2008. The President didn’t receive a 
glorious endorsement by the people; 
at best he was told to “proceed with 
caution” as evident by the growth in the 
Republican majority in the House of 
Representatives. 
Back to the Presidential election; 

as the cliché goes, “nice guys always 
finish last.” Governor Romney and his 
campaign made a tactical decision not 
to go negative. Sure, we heard about 
the President’s record as President, 
but nothing prior to 2009 when he 
was inaugurated. We heard nothing 
about his voting record, or his suspect 
dealings with Tony Rezko (convicted 
of fraud and bribery) from whom then 
Senator Obama purchased his home in 
Chicago $300,000 below market value.  
We heard nothing about his relation to 
ACORN, now defunct, amid allegation 
of corruption and fraudulent voter 
registration. 
By contrast, the President’s campaign 

set about painting Romney as a “vulture” 
capitalist and tax fraud. They accused 
him of everything from tax evasion up 
to and including manslaughter. When 
Obama spokes woman Stephanie 
Cutter accused Governor Romney of 
being a “felon”, the Romney campaign 
responded with an underwhelming 
statement saying the remark was 
“beneath the Presidency” and “absurd”. 
It didn’t end with ads. The President’s 

re-election campaign was ruthless in 

painting Romney and his supporters 
as rich, white misogynists and the 
Romney campaign just took it. Not 
once did they point out that the issue 
at hand wasn’t the legal availability of 
contraception but whether or not the 
government should fund it. Outlawing 
abortion was not a campaign issue, 
but forcing religious employers (such 
as hospitals and schools) to cover 
abortions and contraceptive pills in 
their employee health insurance plans 
as per Obamacare was. Notwithstanding 
what Democrats say, if Governor 
Romney became President, you could 
still get contraceptive pills and have an 
abortion. You would just have to pay 
for it yourself. These points were never 
pointed out audibly by the Romney 
campaign. They assumed that either 
it wasn’t an issue or people wouldn’t 
believe President Obama’s negative ads. 
Evidently they were wrong on both 
counts. People took Governor Romney’s 
silence on these issues as an admission. 
Hindsight is always 20/20, but 

the lesson to be learned for future 
Republican campaigns is not to be 
afraid to get dirty. For all the talk 
about the President’s campaign acting 
in desperation (Big Bird, binders and 
so on) and the need for Romney to 
“rise above the fray”, it’s a Presidential 
campaign, not a beauty pageant and 
regardless of what people say, negativity 
works especially when you don’t fight 

your opponents negativity (if you plan 
to run for Sabbatical Officer, take note).
The difference between the President 

and Governor Romney in the popular 
vote was around 2 million votes. Where 
can Republicans find these votes? We 
can start by looking at our own base; 
3 million Republicans sat at home and 
did not vote. A further 1 million votes 
went to Gary Johnson. The 3 million 
that sat at home are coming out the 
word work  now. What are they saying? 
They didn’t feel that Mitt Romney was 
all that different from the President. You 
see, because the Republican Party didn’t 
“stay true to its Conservative values” 
and pick Rick Santorum or Ron Paul 
as the nominee, they made a protest or 
“stuck to their values”. This is the grown 
up equivalent to a toddler going up to 

his room and sucking his thumb instead 
of watching a movie with the family 
because his choice was voted down.
The Romney campaign assumed, as 

did everyone else, that every Republican 
alive would cut off any number of his/
her limbs to vote for Romney and get 
President Obama out. But this was not 
the case. There is an alarming portion 
of the party that think that “reaching 
across the aisle” means surrender. How 
these people think government works is 
the subject of great mystery. 
These are dark times for Republicans. 

Not only do Americans seem perfectly 
content to emulate the European welfare 
state, the party itself is divided and on 
the verge of fragmenting. 



A mock-up of one aspect of the potential UL Arena extension.
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Fantasy Football Freefall
Carlo Sartori

I swore I was going to retire from 
the game at the end of last season. I 
had attentively picked my team every 
week in 2011/12, scouring the Premier 
League stats in order to pick up bargain 
buys and get one over on my mates. I 
finished in mid-table despite my best 
efforts.
Spending Saturday afternoons praying 

there is a last minute goal in a game like 
Norwich v West Brom is no way to live 
your life and I wanted to re-establish 
human relationships and take back the 
dignity that had been sucked out of me 
by fantasy football.
I succumbed after pleas from my 

friends, probably because they know 
I’ll keep them off the bottom spot, and 
I now lay in the nether regions of all 
three leagues that I compete in.
I’ve ignored form players like Juan 

Mata and Demba Ba because everyone 
has them and therefore it doesn’t 
give me any real advantage – so I 
thought. Instead I’ve tried to throw my 
opponents a few curveballs by doing 
silly things like picking players who are 
“due a goal”. Big mistake!
This year, not tinkering with my line 

up too much has cost me dearly. I’ve 
put my faith in Fernando Torres and 

A spec of the extension to the UL Arena, just one of the three potential developments on campus should Thursday’s Referendum be passed.

League of Ireland 
Season Review

Forgotten 
Footballer: 
PongolleAndrew Cunneen 

If you had followed my pre-season 
expectations, you probably wouldn’t 
have been too surprised by the end 
results from the Airtricity League this 
year. Sligo are crowned champions, 
while Limerick will be making the step-
up from the First Division. St. Patrick’s 
will go into the FAI Cup as favourites, 
Drogheda United exceeded everyone 
else’s expectations and Monaghan 
United went bust. It hasn’t been a 
remarkable season in terms of European 
adventure but the footballing standard 
is growing, whether the barstooler 
wants to believe it or not. 
For this week’s column, I’m going to 

review the season as well as hand out my 
own awards to those I deem worthy. The 
PFAI (The Irish equivalent of the PFA) 
hand out awards upon year’s end. Most 
seem to be somewhat bemused by the 
choices this year and despite the voting 
coming from the players themselves this 
year, I am too.
Sligo are being described as the best side 

the league has ever seen. Incorrect. They 
are indeed the best ‘footballing’ side the 
country has ever seen but the Shamrock 
Rovers side of last year along with the 
two-in-a-row Bohemians under the 
control of Pat Fenlon far exceeded the 
Bit O’Red in terms of ability. Sligo were 
always looking good to win this league 
but the key was the transition between 
Cook and Ian Baraclough. Although 
Cook layed all the foundations, credit 
must go to the former Scunthorpe boss 
as he griped the fact that not much 
needed to be changed. In that sense, 
Baraclough deserves his medal. 
Limerick, despite losing every game 

against second-placed Waterford 
United, still finished four points clear 
of the Suirsiders. Limerick’s key to 

winning the second tier this year was 
the consistency they showed against 
the teams outside the top three (fifty-
five points from sixty) – a trademark of 
manager Pat Scully. 
Drogheda United were the “surprise” 

package for the year. Most people had 
the Drogs as contenders for relegation 
despite snatching the majority of the 
over-achieving Monaghan side who 
gained promotion under Roddy Collins. 
Mick Cooke played to Drogheda’s 
strengths and this paid dividends in the 
end as he steered his side to a second-
place finish. 
The demise of Monaghan United 

seemed to come as a shock to most 
people. After just three months in the 
top tier, United went under and all 
results against them were expunged. 
Why was this? Monaghan’s average 
attendance was circa the three-hundred 
mark – a figure, I can assure you, is 
glorified by the powers that be, or were. 
Paying a budget above the means that 
your gate receipts would allow was 
basing your entire year’s budget on 
securing a sponsor – a sponsor that 
never arrived. 

This season went to script as far as I’m 
concerned. Look out for Limerick next 
season – I warn you now. 
Senior Player of theYear: Jason 

McGuinness. 
Young Player of the Year: David 

Cawley.  
Manager of the Year: Mick Cooke. 
Premier Division Team of the Year: 

Gabriel Sava (Drogheda United); Ger 
O’Brien (St. Patrick’s), Gavin Peers 
(Sligo Rovers), Jason McGuinness (Sligo 
Rovers), Ian Bermingham (St. Patrick’s); 
Stephen McLaughlin (Derry City), 
Ronan Finn (Shamrock Rovers), Danny 
Ventre (Sligo Rovers), Sean O’Connor 
(St. Patrick’s); Gary Twigg (Shamrock 
Rovers), Danny North (Sligo Rovers). 
First Division Team of the Year: Barry 

Ryan (Limerick FC); Noel Haverty 
(Longford Town), Paddy Purcell 
(Limerick FC), Corie Treacy (Limerick 
FC), Shane Tracy (Limerick FC); 
Gary Dempsey (Waterford United), 
Colm James (Longford Town), Joe 
Gamble (Limerick FC); Danny Furlong 
(Wexford Youths), Kevin McHugh 
(Finn Harps), Sean Maguire (Waterford 
United).

Lukas Podolski time and time again, 
only for them to let me down.  Peter 
Cech and Ashley Cole have been solid 

point pickers as always but the likes of 
Joe Allen and Michael Carrick have 
been as mundane as they are in the 

real life game.  Disastrous week after 
disastrous week has made me question 
my nous for the game. Retirement may 

be calling again.

Darren Mulryan 

Most Liverpool fans will recognise 
Florent Sinama Pongolle from his 
short lived days on Merseyside. The 
Frenchman endured a sporadic career 
with the reds after signing from Le 
Havre in 2001 for an undisclosed fee. 
Florent’s talismanic performances in 
the Under 17 World –Championships 
enforced his already growing reputation 
as a prolific marksman and the move to 
Liverpool was highly anticipated.
The form he showed for France did 

not transpire in England, making 38 
appearances for Liverpool in a 5 year 
spell, scoring only 4 goals, albeit very 
important ones. Pongolle is rarely given 
credit for an inspired performance 
coming off the bench against 
Olympiacos in the reds triumphant 
Champions League campaign to 
equalise and help Liverpool progress to 
the final.
After a number of years with very 

few appearances Pongolle transferred 
to Blackburn Rovers in 2006 making 
10 appearances. The visit did not last 
long and later that year a permanent 
move to Spanish La Liga side Recreativo 
provided the stepping stone to 
relaunch the striker’s career. It proved 
a smart move scoring 22 goals in 66 
appearances, finishing top scorer in 
2006 and 2007 for the side. It was not 
long before the top Spanish sides took 
note of the Frenchman’s prolific strike 
rate and in 2008 Pongolle signed on the 
dotted line for giants Atletico Madrid.
Pongolle benefited from the injury to 

Uruguayan Diego Forlan during his spell 
and enjoyed playing alongside a young 
Sergio Aguero. But with 40 appearances 
and only 4 goals a move across to the 
Iberian Peninsula prospered. Sporting 
Lisbon shelled out over £6.5 million to 
land the striker in what was a highly 
disappointing 2 year spell in which he 
was sent out on loan twice, to Zaragoza 
and St. Etienne respectively.
Pongolle’s career seemed to prove a 

frustrating one and poor performances 
across the continent cemented his status 
as a under achiever. The frontman 
can now be found plying his trade in 
the Russian premier division with FC 
Rostov. After signing earlier this year 
he has made 7 appearances with just 
a solitary goal. Tottenham Hotspur 
playmaker David Bentley is also kitting 
out for Rostov on loan for the season. 
This may prove to be the last chance 
Sinama may hold to resurrect his 
fledgling career.
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ULKC Charity Paddle Raises 
€1988.36 For Concern
Oisín Bates

Charitable, Kind, Generous: these are 
all adjectives . . . absolutely glorious 
adjectives that reflect the philanthropic 
character of UL Kayak Club. Some 
claim that you can’t put a figure on 
a club’s commitment to charitable 
fundraising… -€1988.36- there you go, 
I just did. Now you’ve got the figures 
and a string of charitable synonyms 
you probably want to know what we 
did exactly to come up with such a sum 
of money? 
As part of UL’s UL40 celebrations, 

40 UL students, alumni and friends 
paddled a 25km stretch of the River 
Shannon from Lough Derg to the UL 
Boathouse over the October Bank 
Holiday Weekend. The primary goal 
of the trip was to raise awareness and 
funds for Concern’s work in Uganda. 
The trip was initially conceived 
by UL staff member and kayaker 
Andrea Deverell; from her initial 
interest, a crack-team of cold-blooded 
humanitarians was assembled. 
So, on that fateful Monday, the 

group set off with nothing to their 
names but their hopes, dreams, and 
the necessary packed-lunch that most 
had the foresight to bring. The first leg 
of the journey took the group 10km 
downstream from Lough Derg to 
Parteen Weir; after walking around the 
weir, a further 5km to Castleconnell 
Rowing Club. From here, the group 
passed alongside Castleconnell 
Village and, through a 3km stretch of 
whitewater, and a final 7km to the UL 

Boathouse. The group finally arrived 
at UL just before 6 p.m. tired, but 
contented. 
 A big thanks goes to Andrea Deverell, 

Mike Jones from UL Activity Centre 

and Simon McCormack (ULKC 
Captain) for overseeing the organising 
of such a large group. Thanks also to 
the Scholars Club who provided some 
tasty post-trip snacks and to the Lodge 

Nightclub who provided concessions 
which raised €150 for the cause. Last 
but not least, to everyone who donated 
money or took part in the paddle and 
to you for reading this, unless you 

skimmed the  main body and are only 
properly reading the first and last lines.


















